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Ma. Burke's advice to Ma. Duwnoasat rahe. time that the bill Aen the ‘iciien of the Navy Pay-office had 
just been announce ~d «¢ If I were worthy to suggest anytine of prudence to that right honourable gene, 
< tlemun, Twould'telt him, thdt the way to’avoid suspici®n in the settlement of pecuniary trunsactions, in 
« wich grcat frauds have beet very stegnely presumed, is, to "attend te these few plain priticiples : Not to 
“ prarecd ia the dark ;. but) to-ace with gs much publicity as possible, To be religious im fallowing the mules’ 
« prescribed in. the commission sa_der which we act. And lgstly, and above all, not to be ferd of strain- 
‘: in constructions, to draw to ourselves the management of a trust in its nature invidious and obnoxious 
“ to suspicion, where. the plairtes¢ ]etrer of the law does not campel it. If these few plain rules are observed, | 
: yaks ne mee ought to ‘be'suspected; if any of them are viglated, suspicion will attach im proportion. If 
« all of them are wiolated, a éorrupt motive. of some kind or other will pot-only be suspécted, but raust be" 
“ vidlently ee "——Burxg 8 Spéech om the Nabob of Arcot's debts, Feb. a8th 1785. 
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PARLIAMENTARY CENSURE | following answer. “ I am always happy to. 


** receive any communication, from the 








” * | * House of Commons; and I am fi 
: ; an uily sen- 
LORD VISCOUNT MELVILLE, | « sible of the ‘importance of the subject. 


(Concluded from p.'578.)  oiatter of the resolutions which they have. 
In resuming this subject, it is proper first | ** now presented to me.” ——~-Considering 
to notice the’ sequel of the parliamentary this to be, and, indeéd, knowing it to be, 
proéredings relative to it. When the House | "ot only | in form but in substance, the an- 
of Comaons, on the evening of Wednesday, swer of ‘the ministers, Pitt, Addington, and 
the 10th instant, afer having agreed to the others, we ought fot to be at a!l suprived at. 
motion for the whole House's waiting on its coldwess. he anxious desire which our 
His Majesty with the Resolufions of Cen-'| gracious Sover bes always entertained 
vure, it was -by no means ceitaio, that the | to alfeviate, the rae of his people, and 
King, being then at Windsor, could be at | to prevent their earnings from being swal-, 
St James’s the next day, and tlie following F lowed up by cormertant pecula: ors, 18 well 
day was Good Friday. It was agreed, thefe- Known. That His muaycity ase eatly disap- 
fore, that, if the King came to St. James's | proves of that conduct, wiic the House of 
on Thursday, Mr. Whitbread and others | + cinmons have stigmatiged as “9 


should be mt Fis of it by 12 o'clock in the | “ Vidlation of the law anda high breach of 


day; and, that, if the King‘did not come, | “ duty,” no one can doubt ; and, therefore, 
they were to cpbalnde, that another day if the at¥wer was cold, thé colduess ought 
would b2 appointed for carrying up the ad. | to be, and must be ascribed solely to the 


dress. They teceived no information whgt- ministers ; and » it is hardly possible to find 
ever upon the subject ; : and, early in the words, wherewrth to capress a suitable de- 


af ernoon Mr. Whitbread, and, indeed, gl- | gree of indignation at the conduct of those 
most every one who Was going out of town | hirelings of the press, who have the impu- 
for the holidays, went off. ‘Thus, at fonr | dence to endeavour to make His Majesty a 
b'clock in the afternoon, the House, the mo- | Pty with Lord Melville, by bs cet 
ment it met, was taken by surprise with a | that he has written a most friendly and a 

notification, ‘that the King was then waitin fectionate letter to that censured and dis- 


to receive their address. About 30 or 4 raced person. ‘This is, to», observe, that. 


inembers, who resided néar ibe House, or action, who ‘a:sume exclusively the appel-. 
who bad. happened to hear of the King’s lation of “ Ki ing’s friends.” '——Coming now 
coming to St. James's, were dressed randy to ; to those points ef the subject, which remain | 
accompany the Speaker. The procession, to be discussed, that which first presents it- 
bn its way to St. James's was met by seve- self ete, and which is the rourTu, ag 
tal membets of the House, who, indigoant cordifig to the order proposéd in p. 552, re«. 
at the trick that bad been played them, te- | lates to We actual pecuniary | loss to she public 


solved to avail themselves of their privilege rom the ys en of Lord Me'vi.le. The loss. 


of attending the ‘Speaker and entering the | arising ba 3 elli vet 's defale ation was before 
royal ear’ in whatever dress ' 8 attributed to. Lin his sup 
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taken place. “ The hon. gent.” said he, 
‘* has endeavoured to mislead the public, 
“ by endeavouring to circulate the notion, 
“ that great additions have been made to 
*¢ the public bardens, in consequence of the 
“¢ withdrawing of the money from the Bank; 
‘¢ when’ no such additions have, in the 
‘* smallest degree, taken place; for, he 
“+ knows that not a shilling bas been lost to 
* the public; that no allegation of such loss 
‘has been mentioned in the report ; and 
** that, in fact, xo mischief whatever has re- 
** sulted from this transaction.” If such a 
declaration had been made by an ignorant 
person, by a person unacquainted with the 
nature and effect of the operations alluded 
to, one might have excused it; but, in a 
chancellor of the exchequer, it is impossible 
to excuse it. J have before mentioned the 
actual loss to the public, and the consequent 
addition to the public burdens, arising from 
delay in the payment of bills of exchange, 
drawn upon aad excepted by, the different 
offices under the superintendence of the 
Treasurer of the Navy; and, that such delay 
took place upon bills to a very great amounr, 
and for a series of years, was rendered indu- 
bitable by the proceedings in parliament, on 
the motion of MreRosson, in the month of 
March 1802. But, say the partisans of Lord 
Melville and Mr. Pitt, this delay did not 
arise from Lord Melville’s violation of the 
law.. It arose from the misconduct of the 
clerks in the ditterent branches under bim, 
To this I answer, that supposing the delay 
to have been occasioned by, and for the pro- 
fit of, those clerks; supposing Lord Mel- 
v.Jle and Trotter to have paid the money to 
those clerks panctually, and the clerks to 
have undéty with-held it from the holders 
of acceptances ; supposing this to have been 
the case, have we not a right to attribute 
this unjustifiable conduct on the part of the 
clerks to the knowledge which they had of 
Lord Melville's and ‘Trotter’s conduct; to 
their participation in the secret, and to the 
temptation to follow the example, of their 
superiors? But, I must beg the reader to 
stop here, and to read over carefully 
the interesting debates upon Mr. Ros- 
son's statement, which debates ‘ought 
to bé considered, in my opinion, Ghe of 
the most valuable set of documents*fow ex- 
tint, There he will find, that Mt.Adding- 
ton, the then prime minister, Who had, on 
the 4th of March, 1802, represented the cir- 
culnstance of a government bill being disho- 
noured at a public office, as a most grave 
and serious matter, and the statement of it 
p gare if not proved, deserving of 

sure of the House; Vie will find, that 


‘ 





the same prime minister, who, on the 4th 
of March, held this language, came on the 
Oth of March, and admitted, that the cir. 
cumstanice was nothing novel; that it was 
part of an extensive practice, which had 
been followed for many years ; and, in this 
latter admission he was joined by Mr, Van- 
sittart, one of the then secretaries of the 
treasury, and by Mr. Bragge, the then trea- 
surer of the navy, under whom, be it ob- 
served, Mr. Trotter had been, from the 
preceding month of November, permitted to 
continue in * grossly violating the law!” I¢ 
is this sudden change of ofinton to which | 
am solicitous to draw the attention of the 
reader ; because it will serve to account, in 
some measure, for the recent conduct of 
the members of the Tinman Ministry, 
an appellation which I make use of as al- 
luding. to the most memorable, and cer. 
tainly the most praise-worthy act, of Mr. 
Addington’s administration. When Mr. 
Robson first mentioned the circumstance of 
the unpaid bill, Mr. Addington insisted, 
that he was bound to prove his words, to 
name the day when he woovld bring the 
matter forward, or the House ought to cen- 
sure him; that the matter was grave and 
serious, that the credit of the country te- 
rcquired an explanation, and that it would 
be a miserable use of the forms of the house 
to say that proof could not be demanded. 
Well: Mr. Robson did name a day; on the 
Oth he came with his proof; he made a 
motion for the papers to enable him topro- 
secute an inquiry. And, what did Mr. Ad- 
dington do? Why, he admitted the fact; ad- 
mitted that it was part of a practice which 
had continued for years; but said it was a 
Farce to say, that it would injure the credit 
of the country; and refused the papers by a 
motion of the previous question! * Now, 
whence did Mr. Addington, Mr. Vansittart, 
and Mr. Bragge, derive these new lights ? 
Was it from their predecessors in office? 
That was the natural source ; and, if I am 
rightly informed, it was the real source. 
1 have heard, and I believe my information 
to be perfectly. correct, that, the day pre- 
vious to Mr. Robson's motion of the gth, 
there was a meeting of Mr. Addington, 
Mr. Vansittart and Mr. Bragge, and Mr. 
Pitt, old George Rose and Lord Melville 
(then Mr. Dandas), at which meeting the 
new lights Ag communicated, and wh 

it was, settled, that. the previous question 
should be moved upon Mi Robson's intend- 
ed motion. _ These facts will be best ascet= 





* I beg the reader Co peruse the wliole of 
this debate:in Debrets‘collection. ~~ 











—S VES hr 


58i] 
tained when the Commissioners come to 
examine those éll-books, which Mr. Rob- 


son conld not get at. But, in the mean- 
time, there can be no doubt at all, that 
sach a practice could not have so éxtensive'y 
existed, for so many years, without the 
knowledge of the ‘Treasurer of the Navy ; 
and, I think it will be impossible to account 
for his having connived at. a practice so 
evideatly injurious to the public, from any 
other motive than that of keeping all silent 
upon the subject of his own gross violation 
of the law. Itis not immaterial to observe, 
too, that when [ made complaint at the Vic- 
tualling Office (or rather my clerk for me) 
of my bill (mentioned in p. 507) not being 
paid ; and asked the reason why it was not 
paid; the answer was, that there was no 
money, and that we must go fo the Treasurer 
to know the reason. The /oss and injury 
that must arise to the public from such a 
pracfice is too evident to be insisted on. 
At the very least, the amount of the loss 
must have been equal to the interest of the 
bills from the day they became dve till the 
day they were paid. But, it must have 
been much greater; for, the grand evil was, 
that it was quite uncertain when the pay- 
ment would take place. No man in trade 
could rely upon having the amount on any 
particular day. His credit might be-biasted, 
and himself become a bankrupt, while the 
government held his accepted bills to more 
than the amount of all his engagements. 
‘ir William Curtis was brought to say, that 
be wauid rather take such bills than any 
other. There might ‘be a particular reason 
forthis ; but, could that reason exist gene- 
rally? Mr. Addington, in the last part ‘of 
the debates, said, that thé circumstance 
brought forward by Mr. Robson, so far from 
being a proof of the in<olvency of 'govern- 
ment, was a proof of the reverse; for the 
bills not being at a@ disconnt, under such 
Circumstances, showed’ the ° government's 
solidity! He did, indeed, say, that the 
Practice was not to be applauded; but, he 
ascribed it to ** the advantagcous arrange- 
“ ments” in the Navy Tressurer’s Office. 
After all, however, he promised, that ** it 
e should never bappen again.” And, if I 
am rightly informed, ail the unpaid accep- 
lances at Somerset House were ordered to 
be paid off the day. previous to Mr. Robson's 
Motion ; and, it can, I believe, be proved, 
that some persons, who had befure been dan- 
cing sttendance at that famous palace, had 
the amount of their bills sent'to them, late: 
in the evening, ‘at their own hotisés!” All 
this clearly’ shows, that Mr. “Rotistin’s mo- 
lun was possessed of terrors. Aad, -though 
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Mr. Wilberforce was so ready to declare it to 
be not worthy of the ‘eat altention, most 
people will, | imagiue, think it now quite 
proper to inquire into the origin, the dura- 
tion, and the extent of the scandalous 
abuse, to which it related; and, if such 
inquiry takes place, IT am fully persuaded, 
that it will be easily ascertained, that, from 
this cause alone, the public has, notwith- 
standing the assertion of Mr. Pitt, expe- 
rienced an actual duss of many millions ster- 
ling.*--—That gentlemen told the House 
of Commons, that the report had alleged 
no pablic loss to have arisen from Lord Mel- 
ville’s violation of the law; but, if the 
reader will use his own eyes (audit is pretty 
nearly time so to do), he will find, by re- 
ferring to this same report, in the Register, 
pp. 469 and 470, that the Commissioners 
positively say, that the public service might 
have been carried on with ‘smaller balances 
in the hands of the Treasurer of the Navy. 
Indeed, is it not evident, that all the sums 
that Trotter was advancing to Lord Mel- 
ville, as well for pretended public as for 
real private uses ; all the money employed 
in Jellicoe’s cast-iron speculation; all the 
sums fingered by the ‘ bonnie Mark Sprott ;” 
all the sums vested in Exchequer bills, 


* The low to the public will be found 
to have accrued in the way of additional 
amount in the prices of articles supplied to, 
and of work performed for, the navy.. That 
amount must be a matter of computation 
after the extent of the delays in payment ts 
clearly ascertained, which latter may very 
easily be done. Because, though tire bill- 
books, or other records, in the several bran- 
ches under the Treasurér, may not specity 
the dafe of the actual payments ; yet, suca 
specification will always be found in the 
bouks of those individuals who have finally 
ectived payment of the bills -—The ques- 
tions,*then, will be * did. the Lords of the 
Treasuryennd the Treasurer or ‘Treasurers of 
the Navy Anec of these delays, which shad 
continued forgo many years previousto Mr. 
And did Mr. Addingtoa 
and Mr. Bragge, when they were, at tase, 
informed of them, discharge, or otherwise 
punish, sll, or any of, the persons from 
whosé misconduct such delays had arisen ? 
For, as there were alavuys great balances of 
the public movicy-in the Treasurer's bands, 
there must, at tlie time of the discovery, 
have been Critminalny somewhere——<T 18 
is a part of the abuses easily sitted tothe 
botrom, ad it is one “upon which the pub. 
lic’are extremely atixious t6 obisits saustac- 
toa, © ' ; 
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_ ‘and emolument ; we have seen bills of 
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navy-bills, and in India and other stock ; 
all the sums employed in discounting private 
bills; and, though last not least, perhaps, 
all the money vested in American stock, of 
which the bank of the United States was 
authorized to receive the dividends : is it 
not evident, that the aggregate of all these 
sums, whatever it might. be at any one 
time, might have remained undrawn from 
the Exchequey ; and that the Lords of the 
Treasury might, of course, have suffered 
it to remain in the pockets of the people ? 


. To know the amount of the actual loss to 


the public in this way, the first thing to do, 
is to ascertain the average u: necessary. ba- 
lance in the hands of the Treasurer, and 
then reckon the amount of the compouad 
interest on it at the end of Mr. Dundas’s 
Treasurership, which will, probably, be 
found to amount to two or three hundred 
thousands of pounds. —— The injury to 
trade in withdrawing from the Bank of 
England the means of discounting private 
bills has already been noticed. This, how- 
ever, cannot be reckoned if we take. the 
other mode of stating the loss to the 
public; but, the injury arising from the 
works of Mark Sprott and Mr. Trotter is 
not included in the loss of the use of 
money above-stated; for, whoever con- 
siders the nation as the owner of the funds, 
and as an ever-needy borrower, will easily 
conceiye, that, by withdrawing or with- 
holding the amount of taxes from the pub- 
lic service, you are enabled to create those 
fluctuations of which you yourself may pro- 
fit, and which produce infinite injury to 
the public. And, as Mr. Pitt understood 
all these matters perfectly well, to what can 
one possibly ascribe his assertion, that Lord 
Melville's violation of the law had produced 
no addition to the public burdens; that; in 
consequence of it, * mst one shilling had been 
“ Jost to the public; and that no mischief 
** whatever had resulted fromit?” To 
what motive, again I ask, can this as- 
sertion possibly be ascribed? No mischief! 
Not a hundreth part of the mischief is, 
perhaps, yet, clearly perceived. As far as 
‘we have gone, we have seen, mischief at 
every step. » We have seen a defalcation of 
Jellicoe's, arising principally from Lord Mel- 
ille’s remissness, cleared off by a writ of 
rivy seal, at the recommendation of Mr. 
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momenta heyhey 
niracts, we see through the 
Whole of the. dark preceedings, is jr 
likely that we “should find nothing ee to 
bl: Where We see a 
ack face. we expect not to find a boson «4 
snow. Where we have flashed noihing but 
birds of prey upon the -out-skirs, we can 
hardly hape »hat cover is inhabited by doves 
——Of the fact of Lord Melviilé; partici. 
pation with Trotter, which forms the FIFTH 
point to be examined, enough, as far as 
relates to the evidence, sworn and unsworn 
of these gentlemen, has already been thy 
There ate; however, two or three circum. 
stances, that must not be overlooked. Firs: - 
we find Lord Melville taking Trotter for his 
paymaster aad deputy almost immediately 
af.er the passing of the aét of 25th Geo. II], 
c, 313 that is, in 1785. In. a very short 
time after that, he gives his consent to Troi- 
ter’s withdrawing the money from the bank 
and . placing. it.. at b's private banker's, Of 
the pretext for this. we have heard enough ; 
but, if the parties had not regarded it is 
something clandestine, how came Trotter, 
when first examined, to pretend not to know 
the cause of the deficiencies. at the Bank ? 
If the profiting from the use of the moncy 
was, as Lord Melville wished to represent it, 
a sort of compensation to Trotter for his ser- 
vices, how came -Trotter to think of dis- 
guising the fact of such mse having been 
made by him? Lord: Melville must bave 
known the valve of this application. of the 
public money ; and, if be was not asharer, 
let me ask, if it was likely.that he would 
have connived at the practice merely for the 
sake of Trotter? Does any one believe, 
that, being acquainted with the value of 
this office, thas garnished, he wonld pot 
have put some person of his own family 
into it, if it had afierded po advantage to 
himself? We have no where seen his lord- 
ship remiss in this respect. The grants he 
has recendy obtained pretty clearly show 
that he has not been inattenuve to his own 
pecuniary interests; and,, the application 
made by him to have his salary of Trea- 
surer of the Navy made up completely (0 
four thousand pounds, clear, of all deduc- 
tions, by no means argues a dispositicn, suck 
as that which we. most impute’ to ‘him, -be- 
fore we can believe, Aig 44 would vin ag 
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l-borious offices, while, like that same 


( cemure, then ; it was'a thing to reproac 
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years, to cling to the office of treasurer of 
the navy. ‘That was bis favourite office. 
He became president of the board of con- 
tool; but he siill continoed treasurer of the 
navy. Afterwards he became secretary of | 
sate for the home department; yet, these | 
two great and high offices did not make him | 
gait that of his early political life. ~The 
home department was changed for the se- 
cretarysbip of the war department ; but; he | 
ratber chose to perform the duties of this | 
latter without a salary ilvan leave his office 
of treasurer of the navy, though the salary 
attached to each offi e Was exactly the same 
in amount, and, though, by quitting the na- 
vy easurership, there wonld ‘have been a 
good thing to give to a cousin ora friend ; 
this being, at the same time, an object uot 
beneath the attention of the minister, who 
must have been very well disposed so to 
bestow the said salary of 4,000]. a year, as 
to make it conducive tothe ** strengthening 
“ of His Majesty’s government.” ‘This is, 
indeed, a most remarkable circumstance ; 
and, when one views it ia conjunction with 
vihers, it is impossible to ace int for his 
lordship’s partiality io any other way, than 
by supposisg that the treasurership- of the 
navy yielded vivre than 4.00%). a ycar. The 
praise, too, the great credit for public spirit, 
ihas unjustly obiained, is not to be over- 
looked. Tt was advantageous t6 Mr. Dundas - 
while it, was injurious to all other mea in 
public offices, that he should thas, like 
Washington, have the réepritation of serying 
the country for nothing “in. one of hig most 





Washington, he actually received more than 
the compensation intentied by the law.—— 
But the potal absence of all réprpach against 
lrotter, fromthe mouth of Lord Melville 
#id his friends, is. witty me, a vill stronger 
circumstance. Trotter it was, whe was 
bis first accuser. Being asked if Lor. Mel- 
‘ile shared with him, he could nat, or be 
would not, say NO, If Lord Meiville had 
not’been conscious of having spared wenld 
He tot have hunted Trover go abe end of the 
earth but be would have Aad vergeante on 
am? The confusion of Trotter's ac- 
- . 

counts {" Buty this gonfusien was a mae 





bie aa it was @ thing almost a a 
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saw Trotter, till after he himself became 
treasurer. Never saw him before! What 
in all the world, then, covld have induced 
Mr. Canning to take Trotter to his bosom ? 
Was it because Trotter had kept his ae- 
counts in sacha clear and satisfactory man- 
ner? Was it because Mr. Trotter understood 
the cways of the oftice ? No: for those ways 
had been dammed up during the treasurer- 
ship of Mr.T-einey. Was it becatse Mr, 
Trotter wanted 8001. a year; and because 
Mr. Canning could find no needy relation 
or subaltern young friend that would accept 
of such asum? No: and it is impossible to 
ascribe the appointment to any cause other 
than that of the inflaence of Lord Melville; 
and this, too, observe, just at the time that 
Trotter was refusing to deny that his lord« 
ship had participated with him! Suppose 
(tor | am not quite certain as to the exact 
week or two) that the appointment took 
place previous to this refusal on the part of 
Trotter; yet, Mr. Canning must have been 
acquainted with the circumstance some time 
in June; and, does any ove believe, that 


a hint from Lord Melville would not have 


- kept him. 


produced Trotter's dismission ? But, as if it 
were ‘resolved to finish a circumstance al- 
most as strong as proof positive, Mr. Can- 
nitig keeps Trotter in office to the last mo- 
mevt, theugh he had read the evidence 
wherein Trotter acknowledged his guilt. He 
must have foreseen the effect which has now 
been produced’ by such conduct; yet, he 
What could have been the mo- 
tive’? I ask any plain honest man; is it 
possible to be believed, that, ander such cir- 
cumstances, and with such consequences 
before his eyés, Mr. Canning would have 
kept Trotter in office, if he hituself had been 
thoroughly convinced, that Trotter had acted 
unfairly by Lord Meilvilles that Lord Mel- 
ville had hot participated ; in short, that 
YProtier was not in possession of dangerous 
secrets? ‘This lenity, this indalgence, this 
aitachment, were, too, extended to Mr. 


‘Wilson, (another hero of the Sth. clause) 


whom, when Mr. Cagning was asked if he 
had dismissed him, was extclled as a paragon 
of virtue. Mr. Canning declared him‘to be 
ane of the most deserving men in existence, 
and asserted, tha} nos a 3 Fa of blame was 
imputed ta bins Nebugh, it must be remem- 
‘pered, that the’Commissioners, in, the very 
‘report upon whieh th¢ House was debating, 










ea @ dis» | ‘and which every satiate had then in his — 


, had’ concluded their remarks with re- 
to his conduct in the aie 
Sioeheaductinw Gibed iWdiiace pn 
to as by xo meaps treditalle; = if it 





Tein generally adopted, it might be the 


ng words: 





en St 
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* weans of rendering ineffectual all such 
“ commissions of inquiry as that under 
‘€ which we act.” Through the whoie of 
the report this is the most pointed censure 
that the Commissioners have passed. And 
yel, so far from having dismissed this man, 
even after the transaction, in which he had 
been concerned, was, by the House of Com- 


mons, pronounced to be a gross violation of 


the jaw; so far from dismissing him, Mr. 
Canning declares his iesolution to retain 


him, and describes him as being “ one of 


“* the most deserving men that does exist 1” 
lucky 
Mr. Wilson were himself to become a Right 
Hfovourable © young frend” Bat, this 
partiality for Mr, Walson, this zealous ce- 
fence ef him, this culogiom upon his vir- 
(ues, i6 Casty acc yumnted for, w hen we ree 
collect, that he acted for some time as Mr. 
‘Trotter's deputy, and, of couise, became 
possessed of a portion, at least, of that gen- 
theman's valuable knowledge. Let us hope, 
however, with the Lord Chief Justice, who 
seems fromthe first to have foreseen what 
has now happened, that, “ if abuses cannot 
** be removed by mild measures, the legis- 
* Jature will have recourse to such as will 
 eurng out the § rking secrets, which are, to 
‘the great injury of the country, con- 
“ coaled."—~—The last of these corroborat- 
jug cireums'ances which | think it necessary 
to notice, is, that, after Mr. Dundas ceased 
to be treasurer of the navy, in 1800, he im- 
mediately ceased to cut a figure in that de- 
lighitful ** mixtic maxtie,” the accounts of 
Nir, Trotter at Coutis’s. Till then this was 
a perennial source to him ; but, immediate- 
Jy afterwards it dried up, ‘There appears a 
little sumor two amounting toa few bun 

dreds, forming, apparently the remnant of 
old accounts; a )ittle stray fish now and 
then, but, no more of your thousands at a 
haw], Now, if, as it ts pretended, these 
large dratts were mere /oans; if they arose 
from dealings with Mr, ‘Trotier as ** a man 
* of business 5" how came they to cease ex- 
actly with the treasurership of the navy ? 
Why should Mr. Dundas stand less in need 
of “amanof business’ afterwards thay be 

fore? This has not been accounted for ; 
nor do J believe it can, im any other way 
than the public have accounted for all the 
other unexplained cireumstans es, relating to 
this scandalous transaction, Indeed, the 
very manner of keeping the accounts at 
Coutts’s, and pretending,,at the same time, 
that there is no other account between Lord 
Melville and Trotter, is. quite sufficient to 
establish the factof aconnection that dares 


Mr. Wilson ! J] should not wonder if 


not meet the light. What! will any one 
believe, that Lord Melville has received, 
either by loan or otherwise, a hundred and 
fifty thousand pounds from Mr. Trotte; 
without the Jatter’s keeping any account, 
any book, any written document as to the 


why and the wherefore? Suppose either of 


the parties had died: bow was the account 
to have been settled? What was to have 
become of the survivur, and of the succes. 
sors of the deceased? Was there ever such 
a thing heard of before in the world, even 
between men of the most wild, unsettled 
and prodigal habits of life? And will it, 
then, be believed of l.ord Melville and Mr. 
Trotter ? Of the financier of India, the pro- 
secutor of Sir Thomas Rumbold, aud of the 
fellow-labourer of Mark Sprott? No: 
there must be an account somewhere; and 
ihisaccount (not written in the hands of the 
parties, nor with fresh ink) should be pro- 
duced,  Ifit cannot be produced, the books 
of Coutts and Co. ought to be regarded as 
full evidence of Lord Melville's having 
shared with ‘Liotter to the aggregate amount 
of the sums placed against the name of the 
former in the * mixtie maxtie”’ accounts 
of the latter.--—The Sixru point relates 
to lord Melville's alleged carelessness as to 
avealib. 
Commons to recollect how “ averse from 
‘* the character of the noble lord it was to 
“ be anxious to acquire riches.” As has 
been before stated, nothing in the conduct 
of Lord Melville, during any part of bis 
} te, would lead us to regard him as a man 
carcless of his properfy. Covered as he is 
with disgrace, he is now in the. receipt, 
from the public purse, of about 8,G00). a 
year. Every member of his numerous fa- 
mily is amply provided for at the public 
charge. What more of riches could he 
have acquired ? ‘l’o have disposed of his mo- 
ney in wisible estates would vot have been 
hull so profitable a mode of employment a8 
that of purchasing power. Why do men 
amass wealth ? Some few merely to look at 
it; but, ninety-nine out of every huudred have 
distinction, rank, title, and power in view. 
To all these, in a degree that might almost 
excite envy ina Buonaparté, has 1 ord Mel- 
Ville attained ; and, beeause he has not, or 
is said net to have, great landed estates be- 
sides, are we thence to conclude, that he 
has never participated with Trotter? Ao 
exterior of frankness aid generosity and 4 
turn for conviviality will never impose npon 
men Who reflect... “ Be just before you are 
‘© gencrous” is an excellenteprecept ; and it 


is by no means rare to meet with the most 


Mr. Pitt desired the House of 








5£9) 
‘nsatiable ambition, sometimes accompanied 
with the most profound villainy, disguised 
under a laughing countenance and an appa- 
rept carelessness about every thing but the 
bottle. As to poverty, or, rather, the re- 
putation of being poor, it is one of the means 
of acquiring, more rapidly, those things whieh 
| have above enumerated, and which it is 
the great object of men to acquire by the 
means of riches. How much does Mr. Pitt 
owe to his reputation for being poor, and in 
debt! How he should be poor, seeing the 
comparatively humble style in which he has 
lived, and seeing that his income has, 
during the whole of his public life, been, 
upon an average about eight thousand 
pounds a year, regularly paid from the pub- 
lic purse; why, under such circumstances, 
he should be poor, I cannot perceive. Yet, 
how careful have his partizans, of every 
description, been to make his poverty a sub- 
ject never entirely effaced from the public 
mind. When he went out of office, one 
suid he was “ over head and ears in debt.” 
....* Pit’s a ruined man,” said another. 
“ He'sa beggar,” said a third; while a fourth 
exclaimed ‘ that it was a d————d shame 
“ that the nation did not pay off his debts.” 
I remember hearing it observed, at the time, 
by an Alderman of London, that * it would 
‘* have been much better for Pitt if he had 
continued at the bar!” and, to this day, 
you hear sensible men, moving in the poli- 
tical circles, gravely repeat the old hack- 
nied story, that, such has been, and is, the 
poverty of Mr. Pitt, that his counsellor’s 
Wig yet remains uopaid for! Nor has Mr. 
Pitt himself at all times refrained from pro- 
fessions calenlated, whether intentionally 
Ornot, to countenance these ridiculous no- 
lions. Amongst many instances that might 
be cited one occurs to me as worthy of par- 
cular mention, Sir William Pulteney ha- 
Ving, in a committee opon one of the vo- 
lunteer bills, on the Gth March, 1804, eb- 
jected to the giving of then money in order 
to induce them to go upon what was called 
Permanent duty, and having observed, that 


there were other ways enopgh to dispose of 


Cur money, Mre Pitt instantly rose upon 
him, and said: J allow, that, from the 
" habits of my life I cannot be supposed 
i to be so well qualified to judge of the 

application of money as the honourable 
“ Baronet is.” In answer to which unpro- 
voxed sarcasm, the old Baronet observed, 


that if he was attached to money, it was bis 
own money, and that he need hardly recall 


to the House “ the enormous burdens which | 


* the right hon, gent.'s extravagance had 
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© heaped upen other people.” Mr, Pitt, at 
a very carly period of his political life, seems 
to have discovered, that the very same prin- 
ciple, which required a hundred thousand 
pounds to make ‘* a good man” in the city, 
would require him to be regarded as not 
worth a groat, in order to be * a good may” 
at White Hall; and, upon this discovery he 
appears tohave regulated his conduct, ang, 
in company with his “ earliest political 
friend,” to have set sedulously to work to 
acquire the reputation of being poor. Nay, 
Ido not say, that, if we look vpon money 
and goods as being the only things thge 
are of value; if we admit this, I do not 
say that they are not poor. But, | am 
so far from making any such admission, 
that I contend, that money and goods, 
toa man engaged in the pursuit of power, are 
of very little value, except as they contribute 
to his success in that pursuit. If this position 
be granted me, as, I think, it readily will, the 
mere fact of whether Lord Metville really 
pocketed part of ‘Trotter's profits, or not, upon 
which fect the Master of the Rolls seemed 
to lay so much stress, must be regarded as, 
comparatively, of trifling consequence. That 
the money was misapplied, that it was mis- 
applied in gross violation of the Jaw, and 
that Lerd Melville knowingly permitted the 
misapplication, are facts which are not, and 
which cannot be denied; and, in the nature 
and magnitude of the offence, what differ- 
ence can be made by a discovery of the parti- 
cular modein which the money was applied, 
the particular bands through which it pass- 
ed, or the particular objects upon which it 
was expended? What is the difference, whe- 
ther Lord Melville spent the money io din- 
ners given to people at his own house, or 
whether he furnished them with the means 
of dining at home? The general purpose 
was the same, the same was the corruption, 
and the same was the actual pecomiary logs 
to the public.——I should aow enter upon 
the Seventu and last point proposed to be 
discussed, to wit, Mr. Pitt's connivance at the 
misemployment of the naval money; but, upon 
a perusal of the Evtventh Rerort, the 
whole of which togéther with the appendix 
will be found in this present number of the 
Register, I think it better to bring forward 
that gentleman's case entire, in a future 
sheet. I cannot, however, refrain fron: ob- 
serving here, that, we may now perceive the 
meaning of the following Pasiage of the fa- 
mous Addingtoniat mphlet, entitled ‘a 
“ Prain Repry.” The writer is speakin, 

of the advantages which Mr. Pitt's former 
ministry derived from being succeeded by 
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Mr. Addington and his colleagues. “ Let 
* any one,” says he, * consider what wonld 
** hive been the consequences, if his Ma- 


"  jesty had been driven, as he might have 


* been, 10 Call for assistance upon any of 
“ the members of. what is termed the Old 
* Opposition. Whiat could the Jate cabinet 
** Lave expected ‘nc that case, but that tney 
* should be harassed with repeated motions 
of censure? Thet the nation sboold be 
* told by those, who would then, perhaps, 
** have carried the popular cry with them, 
“ that affairs had been so misconducted, as 
“‘ to render it almost impossible either to 
** carry on war, or to make peace? From 
« this, and MUCH MORE, they were re- 
“ lewed by Mr. Addington’s consenting to 
* become their successor. By his engaging 
** to carryon administration, they became 
** at once secure from every unfair attack ; 
“« they were enabled to retire in peace, and 
** without, as they conceived, any diminu- 
“ tien of character or of reputation.”—— 
We, vot of the initiated, can mow un- 
derstand this hint, which was thrown out at 
the time when Mr, Pitt, instigated by Mr. 
Canning, was begioning to annoy the Ad- 
dingtons. We can now understand what 
was meant by harassing motions of censure, 
which the opposition migbt have brought 





' this blow, 
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coalition between the ministry and Lord 
Moira and his friends ; on the 24th the pris 
jected coalition was first publicly acknow- 
ledged to have failed; and op the 17th of 
December the Family Reconviliation was an- 
nounced. Here we have motive and action, 
cause and effect, as clearly before us as is the 
Sun at noon day. Now, I think, nobedy 
will wonder at Mr. Piit’s submission to Mr. 
Addington; nobody will any longer be sur- 
prised at Mr, Canning’s apology to Lord 
Hawkesbury; the yielding upon the subject 
of .the Archbishop, and to all the ether 
slights, under which Mr. Pitt has held bis 
place since the month of November fast, is 
now most satisfactorily explained. But, the 
worst of it is, the grand purpose, for which 
all. the-e sacrifices were made, has failed. 
The Commons have passed a ‘© harassing 
“ vote of censure ;” the principal pillar of 
corruption is hurled down, apd the people 
are shouting at iis fall! In vain will the Ad- 
dingtons endeavour to escape the eflects of 
They have now identified them- 
selves with Mr. Pitt and Mr. Canning. The 
whole Famicy are, thank God, indissolubly 
uniled! As long as they continued strong 


| enough to act in two separate bodies, so that 
one of them could as io the instance above 


forward, had the King been “ driven” to | 
while we, the inhabiiants of the country, 


have recourse to them. Of these harassing 
motions, and even this “ much more,” we 
have now same distinct idea. It will be 
clearly perceived, however, that the favour 
in Mr, Addington’s “ engaging tq carry ou 
“© the administration,” was a tavour towards 
Mr. Pittand Lord Melville only; for, neither 
Lord Spencer, Lord Gienville, nor Mr. 
Windham had any hond in recommending 
him to the King; they bad, as the Plain 
Reply states, no haud in recommending any 
of the persons who composed Mr. Adding- 
ton’s cabinet; they never promised him any 
support ; vnd, things so turned out, that he 
never received any support from them, never 
having, in theif opinion, deserved it. We 
can vow guess, too, at the feal, or, at least 
the most powerful, motive for the reconcilia. 
tion af Tue Famiiy: which, be it well re- 
metnbered, took place jusi after Lord Mel. 


ville had ben examined by the Commissioners 


of Naval Inguiry, and which was brought 
abotit at the earnest : of 
and Lord Melville, they having first been 
baffled fn ab attedbpt with’ t to a coalt- 
tion with Lord“ Moira’ others. “Mark 
the dates’: on'the Sth of 





t solicitation of Mr. Pitt 


ovember Lord 





mentioned, relieve and cover the retreat of 
the other, their atfairs went swimming!y on, 


had to bear the contributions imposed by 
them alternately; but, the moment the ad- 
vanced body was compelled, as was the case 
in December last, to give way and to fall 
back. in haste and confusion, »pon the corps 
de réserve, the whole host became far less 
formidable than either half of it had been 
before,_—— Of their present dangers, of the 
obvious consequences of their late otisuccess- 


ee 


‘ful though anited effort” in behalf of the 





* Mr. Appincrow (now Viscount Sid- 
mouth), being in the House of Peers, could 
not vote upon the occasion here alhaded 10; 
but, his brother Hriey, late paymaster of 
the forces; Mr. Bonn, late @ Jord of the 
Treasury ; Mr. Braces, dfother-in-law of 
Mr. Addington, lateTreasurer of the Na . 
afterwards Secretary at War; Mx.N. Van- 


SITTART, late a Secretary of the Treasury; | 
Mr. Apams, another brother-in-law of 


Mr. Addinsto ‘s; all these voted against 
Mr. Witkerads motion fur censurin 
Melville ! Th 


hulle! This is a fact, which never sh k 
‘be lost sight’ of by the ome Fouin , 
er, tbe 


who will not fail {6 remem the Ad- 
dipgtons, who prosecuted’ Ie Tine of 


Plymouth for tendering the eldest of them @ 


‘ 
; 
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heroes of the 5th clau‘e, Tse Famity seem 
‘o be fully sensible; and their partisans, 
finding that the stock of reputation, which 
was treasured up in the prosecution of the 
li~MAN, is by no means sufficient to answer 
the present large and pressing demands, have 
now taken a new tone ; quite a new set of 
principles. ‘They now tell you plainly, that 
purity among politicians is “ all a farce ;” 
that a/f public men have been, are, and ever 
will be, just alike, in this respect; and, that, 
in the present instance, those out of place 
have laid hold of the discoveries of the 
Texru Reoort merely as a means of get- 
ting themselves into those situations, where 
they will be able to do exacily what Dundas 
and ‘Trotter have done! ‘This is so like 
the partizans of the Family! [ts such a no- 
table treit of that cool insolence, that in- 
flexible assurance, that hardened impudence, 
for Which they have long been so famous, 
aod in which I] have never heard of their 
having an equa!, except in the single vase of 
afellow, who was, a few years ago, hanged 
for robuery and murder, in the state of Mary- 
land, and who, just as the cart was drawing 
from beneath him, bid the aedience not to 
exult at his fate, for that be bad. not the 
east doubt, tha: if each of them had not 
acted as he had, it was only for want of an 
opportunity. This is, however, the course, 
which is, in some sort, ‘pursued by all per 
sons of infamous character or lost reputa- 
‘ion. Their desire, (and a very natural one 
it1s) ig to bring all the world, and particu- 
larly all persons of their own rank, profes- 
sion, or pursuit, down to their own level. 
This desire, however, when it appears, io 
the political world, should be instantly and 
resoluted resisted. For it canwot fail, -if 
permitted to work its way, to prodyce all! 
the eflects which we have so’ much dreaded 
from jacqbinism, From this desire, indeed, 
inevitably comes the main. axiom of the 
rue Jacobin creed; to wit; that all men in 
igh station deceive and rob the people: Yet, 
this axiom we are now called upon to adopt ; 
and, we are so called on, too, by the “ aoti- 
Jacobins,”" the s advocates Of order,” the 
; \ing’s friends !"—-——The opinion, which 
‘tse detected hypocrites now. wish to pra- 
Pogate, has no foundation in fact. 
Bives the lie to it... Mr. Canning, in his 
pocm of “ New Moratiry,” has fold us, 


a 





douceur of twe shoviand | nds, took at 
credit to themselves, Sea, coaiced: rt pel 
«t with some, part of the,peopje,.for having 
sututed the. very, Commission which’ bas 


how brought the abuses to light. 


History | 
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and I dare say truly, that Meruin loved 


_plunder, and that Barras took: bribes ; 


but, then, those were mere wpssaris, . mere 
comes by-chauce. mete , cheats, for the hour. 
In America, indecd, the secretary of state 
did ask for @ Jittle az from the Freneh mi- 
nister ; and, at a moment when inguity into 


the war expenditure was threateved, the: 


rooin, where the records of that department 
were kept, unfortunately fook fre, and those 
records shared the fate of Lord .Melville’s, 
But, with these exceptions,, what .imstances 
have we of corruption like that which has 
now been brought to light? There never 
has before: any thing approaching it, either 
in point of manitude or baseness, been 
detected .in England. . Unte the East-India 
adventurers it has been given to plunder, and 
to enjoy its fruits together with the comenpt 
of all good men ; and, besides, great indeed 
is the difference between such. adventurers 
and ministers of state; that wiuch we nught 
be inclined to overiook io the one, may de- 
mand, when apparent iv the condue: of the 
other, the severest reprobation. | |'eculation 
has been before discovered even |) (©)! isters 
of state: Lord Macclesfield was proved to 
have, sold places which ought not to have 
been sold; and two or three others have 
been charged with like practices, and of 
clandestinely obtaining grants from the (rown 
Jor themselves and others. But, Lord Mac- 
clesfield only followed a practice long estas 
biished in the principle, aud forbidd o. by 
no law. And, as to the act of clapdesiinely 
obtaining ‘grants fram the. Crown, how 
much jess criminal that-is thought thao the 
act, for which Lord Melville has been cen- 
sured, is evident from the present stlence of 
the public upen that head.—-~- Not from ex- 
perience, nor from reason, therefore, can 
the partisans of THE FAMILY maintain that 


ait men in high station are corrapt, or prone- 


to corruption. And, if it were proper to 


answer those impudent and uoprincipled™ 


hirelings, who are now asking, , whether 
‘¢ any member of the Opposition. would 
“ have scrupled.to do that which Lord 
“ Melville has been. censured for faire.” 
one might say, that for any me of 4} 

Opposition to act as Lord Melville has acted 
is next to impossible ; that there, is not the 
least reason to suspect, such a thing; and 
that we are morally certain, that. achange of 
men would produce such a change of system 


ag to destroy the canker- worm,of corruption, 


which is, as-1 have ofien said, eating out 


the heart of the country. .Have the men 
most i 


coy 


ed, in any part of 


% 


‘a any pat ot ‘he uct, that 
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their love of power and emolument is so 
predominant over their adherence to princi- 
ple, that they would be likely to take up 
and continue the system which they are 
now attacking? ‘To the Lords Spencer and 
Grenville and Mr. Windham power and 
emolument were directly tendered last 
spring; at which time, it will be remem- 
bered, that it was intimated, that none of 
the party of Mr. Fox were dec'ared to be 
excluded, while he himself might have had 
a “ carte blanche” as diplomatist general to 
the Continent. Not above five months 
ago, we heard the ministerial journals de- 
ciare, that Lord Moira, Mr. Erskine, and 
Mr. Sheridan had been invited to join Mr. 
Pitt; and, that they might have joined him, 
and: almost upon any terms they might 
choose to dictate, is very well known. 
Where, then, are we to look for that avidity 
for power ang emolument, which the par- 
tisans of THE FAMILY would now make us 
believe exists to such a degree as to induce 
the Opposition to follow the example of the 
Pitt administration? But, supposing, that, 
contrary to every reason upon wilich oar 
judgment, in this case, ought to be formed ; 
supposing, merely for argument’s sake, that 
the Opposition are availing themselves of 
the discoveries now made, in order to sup- 
plant their opponents, without any intention 
of altering the system, supposing them to 
be so detestably base, as to imitate the bad 
examples they may have seen, and to patro- 
nize reform in words, the more successfully, 
extensively, and securely to carry on corrup- 
tion in deeds ; supposing them to be thus 
wicked, will any one suppose them to be so 
blind, so total'y ignorant of the present state 
of things, as not to perceive that sucha design 
would be utterly impracticable, and that an 
attempt to putit in practice would be followed 
by swift ruin to themselves and destruction 
to the government ? Can any man, who re- 
flects, who views the nations finances, its 
burdens and its wants, for a moment believe 
it possible, that the men who now stand at 
the head of the Opposition, could hope first 
to crush the hydra of corruption, and then 
to re-animate that hydra? ‘The idea argues 
the wretched imbecillity of the mind in 
which it has been conceived. Mr. George 
Glenny, in his evidence (See Appendix to 
1tth Report) tells the Commissioners, that 
his name was pot into the government bills 
the better to disgiive the lransaction from the eyes 
of tho public! The eyes of that public are 
now open: Ne disguise will ahy longer hide 
the foul objects 


from their view ; they are 


fally “sensible ‘cf all their wrongs, and, as 





will naturally happen in such cases, their 
imaginations may outstretch the fact. The 
have been told, and I dare say with truth, 
by a late Lord of the Admiralty, from his 
place in parliament, that were it not for 
the abuse of office, one-third part of the 
present naval expenses might be saved; the 
more than Peruvian mines of Lord Melville 
and Mr. Trotter have been bared to their 
astonished sight: and, after all this, is there 
any one weak enough to imagine, that they 
will rest satisfied with any thing short of a 
general and radical reform of abuses? Is 
there any one weak enough to imagine, that, 
without such a reform, they will ever again 
have confidence in the government ; and, 
that they will cheerfully make those great 
pecuniary and personal sacrifices, which the 
dangers of the times will compel that go- 
vernment todemand? ‘That the desire of 
the people may not be pushed to extremes, 
is more than any one can positively say; but, 
be the consequences, then, upon the heads 
of the peculators, and upon those of the 
persons by whom peculation has been con- 
nived at and supported. At any rate, the 
public spirit is rouzed, and, to prevent its 
taking an evil, it must be given a good di- 
rection: to prevent it from aiming at in- 
novation, at the subversion of the constitu- 
tion, it must find in that constitution the effec- 
tual means of redress. It is in vain to attempt 
to stifle it; and, therefore, the hints of the 
ministerial papers, that ‘* in future discus- 
“© sions of this sort, Mr. Wilberforce and 
« other well-meaning gentlemen will be 
“more cautious how they aid the views of 
“ Opposition, the House of Commons mew 
“ having gone far enough to convince the 
“ world of the independence of its mem- 
“ bers:” these hints are perfectly useless, 
Mr. Wilberforce and several other gentle- 
men, who usually vote with the ministers, 
did their duty on the memorable 8th inst. ; 
but, they did no more than their duty 5 they 
performed no act of su/ererogation ; laid in 
no fund of atonement for the future, And, 
as to “* aiding the views of Opposition,’ 
those views, being what they are, aiming 2 
they do, at the extirpation of a corrupt sys 
tem of rule, and at a consequent re exalla- 
tion of ‘the mind and the character of the 
nation, stand in no need of solicited aid: 
such a cause goes not a-begging for sup- 
porters. Upon this score it is impossible 
not to regret, with Mr. Fox, that the mi- 
nisters seem not disposed to let the mo- 
narchical branch of the constitution parti 
cipate in the (gratitade of the people. 
“What!” said he, “© is there no part 
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« this great work to belong to the execu- 
«tive government ! The public have 
« received our labour with the purest 
« gratitude ; and is His Majesty to have no 
« opportunity of manifesting his paternal 
« jnterests on the subject? In what asitu- 
‘« ation do we leave our Sovereign! The 
« people applaud us in the warmest terms. 
« They say, the House of Commons have 
‘« tskea up our case against the whole host 
« of contractors and peculators, And, shall 
« pot our beneficent Sovereign be suffered 
“(9 express the warm interest le always 
“ takes in every measure for alleviating the 
‘burdens and improving the condition of 
“ his people!” This is, indeed, a serious 
evil; that His Majesty shoa'd, at a moment 
like the present, be surrounded by servants, 
who cannot even be expected to advise him to 
adopt such measures and to use such lan- 
cuage as would tend to ipcrease, if pos- 
rible, his people’s attachment and devotion 
to his royal person and family. While re. 
flctions like these present themselves, how 
litde, how beggarly, how base must be the 
mind, where motives of party, of place, 
and of emolument, are suftered to intrude! 
Those who receive the wages of corruption 
inay cry “ party” as long as they please : 
the unanimous voice of the nation denies the 
assertion, ** From one end of the kingdom 
‘(othe other,” said Mr, Fox, ‘* the peo- 
“ ple rejoice in the hope, that a betier system 
“is about to be adopted, and we must not 
“let their jast expectation be disappoint- 
“ed.” | trust it will not; I trust, that 
no one js weak enough to have in contem- 
pation a mere change of men; to look upon 
that as a cure for oureyjls. 1 trust, tha 
‘he cause of these evils will be probed to the 
bottom ; that praise, or censure, will be 
tiven to whom praise, or censure, is due ; 
and that, at any rate, Mr. Pitt will not have a 
‘cond time toreproach Mr.Fox with having re- 
linquished an inquiry that he had promised to 
stitute. The system it is; it is the Pitt 
‘ystem, and the reader will do me the jus- 
ce Co remember, that, with me, it has al- 
“ays been, the Pitt system, and not the 
man, with which I was at war. The system 
Upstarts ; of low-bred, low-minded syco- 
“(uts usurping the stations destined by na- 
ite, by reason, by the Contitation, and by 
Chr ape: of the people, to men of high 
uti, _entinent talenis, or great national 
“vices; the system by which the ancient 
“"stocracy and the Charch have been 
hee Pata re the ancient gentry of 
their om have been almost extinguished, 
“! Dieans of support having been transfer- 
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red, by the hand of the taxgatherer, to can- 
tractors, jobbers and Jews; the system by 
which but too many of the higher orders 
have been rendered the servile dependants of 
the minister of the day, and by which the 
lower, their generous spirit first. broken 
down, have been moulded into a mass of pa- 
rish ted paupers. Uopless it be the intention, 
the solemn resolution, to change this system, 
let no one talk to me of a change of ministry ; 
for, until this system be destroyed; until this 
race of upstarts shall be supplanted by men 
of birth and talents ; until this abject servi- 
lity, this willing pauperism, shall give place 
to that independence of spirit which was 
once the characteristic of Englishmen ; ontil 
this filthy tribe of jobbers, brokers and pe- 
culators shall be swept from the councils of 
the nation and the society of her statesmen ; 
until this corruption shall have put on incor- 
ruption, and this principle of ruling by the 
base passions shall be changed for a principle 
exactly the reverse ; until this shall be, there 
is no change of men, that can, fora single 
hour, retard the mighty mischiefs that we 
dread, 

Postscript.—-In explanation.of an al- 
lusion above made to Mr. Pitt's having once 
reproached Mr. Fox with having relinqvish- 
ed an inquiry, that he had promised to insti- 
tute, it is proper, upon the present occasion, 
to state a fact that is not generally known, — 
It will be remembered, that Mr. Pitt haviog, 
a few weeks ago, been asked by Mr. Fox, 
whether he meant, now that he was in 
place, to prosecute that inguiry, for which be 
moved last year, relative to the conduct of 
Lord St. Vincent, Mr. Pitt said he did not 
mean it, and concluded with observing, that 
he should have supposed Mr. Fox to be tbe 
last person in the world to blame a minister 
for not prosecuting a promised inquiry into 
the conduct of his predecessor, ‘he House 
and the public clearly perceived, that allu- 
sion was here made to Mr. Fox's having re- 
linquished, after he came into office, the 
long threatened inquiry as to the administra- 
tion of Lord North. Mr. Fox reminded 
Mr. Pitt that the allusion applied more for- 
cibly to his (Mr. Pitt's) own conduct, at the 
epoch referred to, than to that of any other 
person. But this remark of Mr. Fox was 
not clearly understood by the public, and, 

robably, not by many members of the 
at I will, therefore, state the fact ; 
and, if any Pittite willsend a contradiction, 
signed with his own name, I will insert it 
inthe next sheet of the Register.+—The 
fact, then, is briefly this: that, when the 

Rockingham administration began its ope- 
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rations, the intention of Mr. Fox, as well as 
of mavy other members of that cabinet, was 
to instumte a vigorous inquiry into the cou- 
duct of these; to whom the late unhap- 
py events. were certainly, in some mea- 
sure, to be attributed: bat, this inten- 
tien they have ielinquished partly, perhaps, 
because they had: discovered no evidences 
of legal guilt or of moral turpitnde ; but, 
certainly, one cause of the rehnquishment 
(which was, after all, against Mr. Fox's 
vpinion), wes, that the intesded inquiry 
asnat strongly of jected to, and most strenuousiy 
deprecated by Mr. Pitt; that very Mr. Pitt, 
who is now repreaching Mr. Fox with the 
not having prosecuted that inquiry !—— 
Subsequent events explained this opposition 
tu’ inquiry, on the part ef Mr. Pitt. .-He 
would take no office under Rockingham ; 
but, as it will be remembered, he came 
in as Chancellor of the Exchequer under 
Lord Shelburne, having, in the mean-time 
formed that dear and fortunate connexion 
with Mr. Dundas, which has lasted to 
the present hour; and here was the 
real cause of his deprecating ao inquiry 


into the conduct of the administration of | 


Lord North. ——Now, as I have already 
said, if any Pittite can contradict this, and 
will send the cootradition with the name of 
some reali person, I will lose not a moment 
in. communicating it to the public. These 
sve facts that should be well and universally 
known: the time is come when the people 
ought to know to the bottom the public 
character of every man, who puts forward 
his pretensions to political power ; the sys- 
tem of deception can no longer prevail ; 
power must be held by the confidence and 
the virtue of the people, or this country 
must become an easy conquest to its foe. 





MR. CANNING. 


Sir,——In_ the reports of the deoate on 
the resolutions respecting the conduct of 
Lord Melville and his coadjwior, the news- 
papers represented .that Mr. Canoing very 
bitterly reproached the friends ani kindred 
of Lord St, Vincent and Lord Grey, with 
ingratitude, for not supporting the noble de- 
linguent, whose offences were the sabject 
of discission, ‘‘ who had in (what be falsely 
cajled) a hard fought battle strenuously sup- 
ported” those brave and su¢cessinl com- 
mihders; and that he styled the candact of 


_ their kindred and friends, a sacrifice of the 


sacred ties of gratitude and’friendship, to the 
inferiét obligations of the cold obscurity of 
politica! jus binding it with the odious 
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distinction of Spartan virtue, from which in 
the exuberance of his éloquence, the ener 

of his patriotism, and the fervour of bis 
piety, he implored ot Heaven to protect this 
land. Now, Sir, when Lord Melville vindi- 
cated the conduct of Lords St. Vincent and 
Grey, either be thought them innocent, or he 
did not. If he thought them innocent, bis 
standiog forth am their defence was most 
strictly his bounden duty, as a leading mem. 
ber of the House of Commons, and the war 
seeretaty by whom they had been emplo.ed; 
and, consequently, his condect could not 
give him the slightest cjaim of any kind on 
the friends of those noble lords. if, indeed, 
when he asserted their innocence, he really 
believed them to be guilty, I will allow, that 
Mr. Canning as his organ might have ex. 
claimed to the geutlemen, whom he so un- 
justly vilified, ** when charges were alleged 
against your friends, which they positively 
and steadily and uniformly denied, and of 
which no evidence was given, Lord Melville 
sacrificed hts conscience, and violated bis 
duty as an hovest man, a member of parlia- 
ment, and a minisier of state, by voting that 
your friends were innocent, though he be- 
lieved them to be guilty; now, therefore, 
you are bound to sseritice your conseieners, 
and violate your cuty, by sereening him from 
punishment, from. censere, for. offences, 
satisfactorily proved agars! him, and admit- 


ted by himself.” Traly,: Mr. Cobhett, the 


virtue, recommended by this ‘enlightened 
moralist, comes not from Sparta; nor doevit 
lead to heroism. | will teth this steady clas- 
sical yung gentleman, whence it comes, 
and whither it tends. ‘It comes ‘from 
night cellars and jails, from Newgate 
and the Old Bailey, and it tends two the 
subversion of the government. It is the 
virtue of thieves, of burglars, and of 
murderers, conspiring by. mutaal false 
witness to shield each others crimes, from 
the arm of vindictive jastice, And if it 
were avowed and practised in the House 
of Commons, it must be of necessity, and 
it would deservedly, subject that body, to 
the violence of revolutionary. correction ; 
tor it would hold up the members to the 
conteinpt, the detestation, the exectation 
of mankind, as a junto of mutually protect- 
ing peculators ; first plundering those, whom 
they are especially commissioned to protect, 
and then, by a second violation, of their 
duty, screening themselves and their accom- 
plices from the just punishment of their of- 
fences.——I cannot quit the subject of the 
debate in question, without adverting to the 
stress, which was lid on the allegation, 
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thot the country had been no loser by the 
misconduct of Lord, Melville and Trotter. 
Now, Sir, if this allegation were ste, it 
would be nothing to the purpose: If it were 
proved, that my servant -had been in the 
hayit of pawning my plate, in order to 
tdtse Meneyv tor lottery imsurance, it would 
be no excuse for bim, that he had always 
chanced to be lucky enough to be able to 
rafeem it But in the second place the 
allegation is fale. Phe country has lost by 
the misconduct ot those people. It appears 
that upwards of 134,000,000], was «uttne- 
cessaruy transferred from the coffers of\ the 
state to Trotter's credit-al bis banker's, “lhe 
oboccessary transfer. of every LOOL of this 
occasioned a dorcespoudent unnecessary. issue 
of an Exchequer-biil, bearing a dai'y in- 
terest,and incurring the charge of a commis 
sion. both of which were losses to govern- 
ment, net to mention the undue depreciation 
of those bills, the consequence of anoen 
lirged enmssion.—--LycuxGus, -dpri/ 17, 
1503. 
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t> Itis not miv custem to give notices 
to Corresronpents. bot, I lave, from 
the length of the articles grown out of the 
Tenrvu Revort, been compelled so jong to 
defer the insertion of a very valuable letter 
upon the snbject of the Catholie Petition, 
that [ think myself called on ‘to assure the 
writer, that it shall have a piace as soon as 
possible. —~-- Upon the subjeet of the I'1- 
xaxce Accounts, aonuaily laid before 


Parhament, | perfectly agree with a Cor-' 


respondent, whose very excellent letter will 
be found towards the close of the next sheet, 
p 635. I have long entertained the opinion 
which he expresses; and I shall be very 
glad to be favoured with his further remarks 
upon the sucject. 
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*.* The number of the Register which 
will be published on the 4th of May, will be 
printed with a new type. The bad printing 
that has, of late, teen but too obvious in this 
Worl is, in great part, to be ascribed to the 


unfortunate misunderstanding between mas-. 


ters and Journeymen, 


— d 





tlt On ‘Monday, the 6th of May, will be | 


completed and rea 
the P 


y for delivery, Vol. ILI. of 
PARLIAMENTARY Dasstin the Ap- 


pendi. to which will contain the whole, of 
the first Ten Reports of the Commission- 
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ELEVENTH REPORT 


OF THE 
COMMISSIONERS OF NAVAL INQUIRY,* 





| Having undetstood that, during the late 
war, bills toa very considerable amount had 
been issued by the Navy Board, for the pur- 
pose of raising money; and this transaction 
appearing to us irtegalar, we deemed it « fit 
object for otr inquiry. We at the sime 
timé made an investgation, in some cecree 
connected with the subject, inte a proctice 
which’ had’ prevailed with the Navy aod 
Transp’rt Boards, of making the bills issued 
by them at ninety davs date, payable on the 
8oth day from the date of the bills, although 
interest for ninety days Was allowed to the 
parties. ——Tn the course of onr inquiries on 
| these subjects, we di.covertd that cums hod 
been advanced bythe Navy Boord, by way of 
imprest, in pursaance of directions troay ‘the 
Lords Coftomissioners of the freasury, for 
the performance of secret naval services.~ 
‘The present report Wwe shell confi 
eonsideration of these matiers in the order 
in which they have been mentioned. 


to the 


ISSUE OF NAVY BILLS FOR THE PURPOSE 
in, OF RAISING MONEY. 

Previonsly to ‘he adoption of this measare, 
(Appendix, No.1 ) the Lord Comiunis:ion- 
ers of the Treasury directed the Navy Bourd 
to cause it to be notified to the persons 
having ninety-day navy bills then du, (App. 





‘ the dame tostead of receiving the amouut 
* in cash, that they might be accommodated 


which accommodation was directed to be 
continued till further notice; ‘but this mode 
not fully answering the purpose intedded, 
(App. No. 1.) the expedient of raising money 
by the is ue of navy bills was resorted to.— 
This transaction appears to have arisen from 
a conversation between the Comptroller of 
the Navy and Mr. George Glenny, a mer- 
chant having large concerns with the yic- 
tualling department, ‘upon the difficulties 
which were occasionally experienced dy de- 
lays in the issues of money from the peheiner 
Sor the sérvicé of thé wavy, In that conver: 
sation Mr. Glenny communicated the man- 
‘ner ih Which he had procured _money'pa the 
victualling bills, made out 10 hin in pay- 


Triste) Bem 1 
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The address. and, Aitle; of, (his 
eport ‘is. same as, those. whieh . will; be 
: ithe Teoh Report, for which sec p. 
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No. 2.) “* and wishing to have a renewal of 


«* with new bills bearing ‘the same interest,” - 
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ment onder his contracts, through the agency 
of. Messrs. Goldsmids. This produced an 
interview the next day between the Comp- 
troller of the Navy, Messrs. Goldsmids, and 
Mr. Glenny, aod the plan of drawing navy 
bills for the purpose of raising money was 
thereupon concerted. —~—The first set of 
these bills for 100,0001. was drawn on the 
23d of Oct, 1800, (App. No. 1.) payable to 


_ Mr. Cornwall Smaliey ; but he disapproving 


of his name being made use of, these bills 
were destroyed, aod others for the same 
amount were made out in the name ot Mr. 


George Glenny. (App. No. 3.) It was | 


afterwards thought right to make such bills 

ayable to Messrs. Donaldson and Glenny, 
the firm of the house to which Mr. Glenay 
belonged.——The total amount of these 
bills, issued between the 24th of Oct. 1800 
and the Sth of May, 1802, (App. No. 4.) 
when the practice of drawing such bills was 
discontinued, was 4,300,0001., besides nine- 
ty days interest, which was added to give 
them the semblance of regular bills. —~There 
was, however, this essential difference be- 
tween them; the regular bills stated the par- 
ticular kind of stores, or services, for which 
they were given in payment; these bills ex- 
pressed only, that they were for ‘* sundry 


** naval services.” (App. No. 5.)——Not | 


being aware of any power in the Navy Board 
to draw bills of this description for the pur- 
pose above-mentioned, we sought informa- 
tion from the Comptroller of the Navy on 
the subject, (App. No. 1.) but he declined 
'o ansWer the question put to him, under 
that clause of the act of parliament by which 
we are appointed, which provides, that no 
person shall be obliged to answer any ques- 
tion which may tend to criminate him, or 
expose him to pains or penalties; referring 
vs for the authority under which he and the 
Navy Board had acted, to his Majesty's order 
in council in June, 1796, for regulating the 
duties of the several members of the Navy 
Board, and to the patent by which they are 
appoinied.—-—Froam these documents no 
such authority is derived, nor do we conceive 
the Navy Board can, without the expréss au- 
thority of Parliament, issue bills to raise mo- 
ney to be applied. to the service of the navy, or 
any other service.——~It is not meant by the 
observations which our duty requires us to 
make on this transaction, to intimate, that it 
was undertaken with any indirect view, or to 
charge any abuse io the execution of the 
plan, after it was resolved upon; it is the 
measure itself which we have to notice. 





tis proper likewise to state, that these bills 


were issued under the directions of the Lords 
Commissioners of the Treasury, ‘signified at 





the time of each issue by letters from their 
secretary to the Navy Board, which were in- 
closed confidentially to the Comptroller, and 
the produce of the bills was paid to the Trea- 
surer of the Navy; the letters entered in the 
Appendix shew bow this business was con- 
ducted, (App. Nos. 6, 7, and 8.)——We 
inquired whether the difficulties in obtaining 
money for the service of the navy, stated to 
have existed in the years: 1800, 1801, and 
1802, arose from any unusual deficiencies in 
the navy estimates for those years ; the Comp- 
troller could not speak to the estimates, 
(App. No. 1.) but informed us, that the dif- 
ficulties which led to the adoption. of this 
plan were owing sometimes lo a deficiency of 
money in the Treasury, and ‘sometimes to the 
naval supplies being exhausted, which he be- 
lieved to have been the case in Oct, 1800. 
The Paymaster of the Navy stated (App, 
No. y.) the general occurrence. of official 
difficulties in applications for money, and 
that such difficulties might have occurred at 
the period « hen these bills were issued; al- 
though be did not recollect any correspon- 
dence of the Treasurer of the Navy with the 
Treasury or Navy Board, which led or re- 
lated to the issue of these bills,——It was 
certainly proper that the public credit should 
be supported, but we cannot adimit that this 
measure was indispensably necessary for that 
purpose; nor can we allow the validity ot 
the reason given for it by the Comptroller, 
(App. No. |.) namely, that no funds were 


exclusively set apart for the payment of 


ninety-dzy bills, the amount being uneer- 
tain ; it is in the nature of the thing that an 
estimate should be uncertain. All the sup- 
plies for the navy are annually voted by par- 
liament on estimate, and the amount paid 
by ninety-day bills, forming no inconsidera- 
bie part of the navy expenditure, must ol 
course be included in the general provision 
for navy services.——We were led by the 
examination (App. Nos. 1 and 5.) of. the 
comptroller and chief clerk in the office for 
bills and accounts, to imagine that the ad- 
vantage which might accrue by the interest 
on the bills, from the time of. their date to 
the time of their being negotiated, was to be 
the remuneration to the brokers for their 
trouble; (App. No. 10.) but by an account 
afterwards laid before us, we found, that they 
had made the usual charge of one-eighth pet 
cent, cammission, and had. given credit to 
government for the interest on the days 
elapsed’ before the bills were ne ‘The 
amount of Messrs Goldsaiid’s | mms 

on the negotiation of these bills was 5,375. 
—On examining Messrs, PS pesca al 
count, it appeared ‘in the 


rst entry, fhat 
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they had not given credit to the public for 
the lull amount of the produce of the bii!s at 
the time of negotiating them. Bat this is 
stated by Messrs. Goldsmids (App. No. 1i.) 
to have arisen from their having advanced 
the money before the bills were actually ne- 
entiated.-—— L his circumstance could not be 
discovered from any thing on the face of the 
account. Weare of opinion, that all ac- 
cuunts rendered to the public boards, should 
be made out with such particularities as may 
be necessary to a clear exhibit of each item, 
which will greatly facilitate the examination 
of the accounts. 


LOSS ARISING FROM THE MODE OF PAyY- 
ING THE INTEREST ON NAVY AND 
TRANSPORT BILLS. 

By an act of the 34th of his present Ma. 
jesty, cap. 24, it is enacted, that after the 
5th day of April, 1794, all navy and victual- 
ling bills shall be made payable on a certain 
day, not later than fifteen months from the 
date of each bill; and that the interest on 
such bills as shall carry interest, shall com- 
mence from the day on which the said bills 
sall be registered. —-—And by a subsequent 
actof the 37th year of his present Majesty, 
cap. 29, it is directed, that all navy, victual- 
ing, and transport bills, shail be payable on 

a certain day, to be expressed in eacli bill, 

which day shal! not be later than three ca- 

lendar months from the day of the date 
thereof; and that every such bill shall carry 
an luterest after the rate of three pence and 
one haltpenay percentum per diem, to com- 
mence from the day of the date of each bill. 

——Upon the passing of the last act, the 

commissioners of the victualling transmitted 

to the Navy Board an account of victualling 
bills payable in course, which had been re- 
gistered in the month of Jan. 1797, noting 

‘ue to become due in ninety days from the 

way of the date, which day was not included. 

~——The Navy Board, on receipt of the ac- 

Count, stated their objections to this method 

©! computation in a letter to the Victualling 

Foud, (App. No. 12.) in which they ob- 

‘cived, that all bills made out under the 

‘ame act, should be uniform’ in all their 

Pie ; that on all occasions dependent’ on 

‘he, it was customary to include both’ the 

frst and last day; that this node of com- 

PA interes on the navy bills had ‘pre- 

thar curing the late act, was followed in 

Wit bag: Office, and'was in conformity 

of th i€ present act.———T he commissioners 

* the victualling, in’ reply, (App. No. 13:) 

aaa controvert these positions. ‘They 

om that it had ‘always been the customh of 

Office fot to inclade the first and “last 
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days in the calculation of interest, that until 
rule had been departed from in reckoning 
the interest on the bills issued under the 34th 
of his present Majesty, and which was done 
at the suggestion of the officers of the Navy 
Board; that the rule now again adopted in 
the Victualling Office was consistent with 
that universally observed in respect to bills 
of exchange; to which, except in the in- 
stance of the three days grace usually taken, 
they understood these bills were, as nearly as 
possible, to be rendered similar: that they 
conceived their mode to be conformable to 
the act of parliament, and that it had not oc- 
casioned the slightest remonstrance from any 
persons receiving or holding their bills. ‘To 
this letter no answer appears to have been 
returned, —--[n pursuing different lines of 
conduct on the same ‘occasion, both the 
beards could not be right; and, as the, in- 
terest of the public was committed in the 
question, it might have been expected that a 
reference would have been made to the su- 
perior board for a decision, particalarly by 
that board whose conduct, if erroneous, sub- 
jected the public to a Joss.——It does not, 
however, appear (App. No. 14.) that this 
difference produced either reference or in- 
quiry; and the rule adopted by the Navy 
Board, of making the ninety-day bills pay- 
able on the eighty ninth day from the date, 
continued in practice in that and the Trans- 
port Office until the month of Dec. 1801.— 
Ono the 12th of that month a minute (App. 
No. 15.) from the committee of accounts 
(one of the committees into which the Navy 
Board is divided) stating, that doubts had 
been suggested of the propriety of the mode 
in which ninety-day bills issued from that 
office had been made out, was referred to 
the board at large.——lJo this minute the 
committee set forth the propriety of their 
present mode of proceeding, grounded on the 
established practice of their office, and the 
necessity of keeping faith with the mer- 
chants, whd had been used to this mode of 
computing the interest on their bills. They 
also express their doubts wheiher any saving 
would acerue to the public from the day's 
interest in question, ona presumption that 
the contractors reckon vpon it in the terms 
of their contracts; yet, n. twithstanding these 
reasons offered ia favour of the existing 
practice, the committee refer to the coside- 
ration of the board, whether it might he pro- 
pér at that time “to depart from the en+ 
“ cient usage of the office, and make-an al- 
* teration in the computation of the time 
«the ninety-day bills are made out to run, in 
 Gonformity with the Victoslling Office} 
‘and the custom‘of merchant« io discount- 
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* jing bills.”——In consequence of this mi- 
mute the Navy Board, upon the 18th of the 
same month, caine to a resolution, that the 
navy bills issucc in future should not bear 
interest for the day oa which they are dated, 
agreeably to the practice with regard to ex- 
cheqner bills. and bills made out at the Vic- 
tusliing ‘thee, and direct. this change to 
commence on the following day. Pre- 
vioasly to our having any knowledge of the 
above miaute and resolution, we had desired 
information of the Navy Board as to the 
causes of the rejection, and subsequent adop- 
tion, of the mode in ase at the Victualliog 
Office, of excluding the day of the date in 
veckoning the interest on the ninely-day 
bills. The rejection of that mode is no 
otherwise accounted for, (App. No. 16.) 
than by observing that they did not see rea- 
son, on receiving the Jetter from the com- 
missioners of. the victualling, to change the 
constant practice of their office since the 
first establishment of navy ioterest bills, and 
which extended to all payments of salary, 
pensions, full or half-pay, and all other al- 
Jowances issued from that department. The 
reasons assigned for the subsequent. altera- 
tion, are, that an uniformity might pervade 
the several public boards from which hills of 
a similar description are issued; and that 
when the time arrived at the conclusion 
of the late war, that many contracts 
were put up, and many more were in- 
tended to be so, it was thought a good op- 
portunity for making an alteration in the 
mode of paying the interest on navy bills, 
which could not, without imputation of 
departing from an universally understood 
custom, be altered whilst the contracts 
were pending. It is likewise intimated to 
be immaterial whether the bills were paid 
one day sooner or later, the sum paid for 
the interest being the same in one case as 
the other. ——— We shall now make some re- 
marks on the above proceedings of the Navy 
Board, and afterwards observe on the bills 
drawn by the Commissioners of Transpoits. 
———Although the Navy Board might have 
been uninformed of the general practice of 
computing the discount on biils of exchange, 
and the mode of calculating interest on ex- 
chequer bills, yet, when the Victualiing 
Board so strong:y pointed ont to them that 
they were in error, and that error injurious 





to the public, we think hey should have in- 
stitated an inguity: had they done so, they 


must have come to the same conclusion then 
which they did afterwards and on. the same 
emo method of computing in- 
terest on exchequer bills was the same in 
1707 a8 in 1801, and the practice of the 
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Victuaslling Board they were before fully ac. 
quainted with, and had rejected. —Jr j, 
certainly the rule in the paying of Wazes 
salaries, &ec. a8 observed by the Navy Board. 
to include both days, bet nothing is gained 
by this to the person receiving such payment, 
a6 his time is afterwards. reckoned frum. the 
day nextto that .incladed in the former ac. 
couat, so that in the course of the year he 
is only paid for three handred and sixty-tive 


days; bat by the. Navy. Board's mode ot 


making the n‘nety days interest payable on 
the eighty-nioth day, a person might obtain 
three hundred and sixty-nine days ioterest 
in the course of the year; or, by following 
up that. mode, a.day-s. interest might be. 
gained every, time individuals changed their 
security, provided the movey was again lent 
on the day. of its being received, —+The 
faith to be preserved with .persons whose 
contracts were pending, -is a circumstance 


| much insisted opon in the Navy Board's let- 


ter tous, and in, the minate of the Con- 
mittee of Accounts. In orderto judge what 
influence that consideration could have had 
upon the resolution of the . Board at the 
time it was earried into execution, we called 
for an account, shewing what standing con. 
tracts had.determined between the Ist of 
October and igth of December, 1801, (the 
day on which the alteration took place) and 
an account of such as. were then in force, 
and continued to be so for twelve months. 
By the return made to our precept, (App. 
No. 17.) it must appear bow little the coa- 
sideration of keeping faith with the con- 
tractofs could have influeaced the decisioa 
of the Navy Board, as only two .ccntracts, 
of small consequence, had terminated with- 
in the first-mentioned period ; and one hus. 
dred and twenty-three contracts were re- 
maining in force a year after the change, 
beyond which time we thought it useless to 
carry our inquiries ; and the change being 
ordered to take effect the day after the re- 
solution, operated immediately upon all 
these contracts, cont to what was al- 
leged to be the common understanding of 
the partics.— It further appeared, by the 
examiuation of the Secretary to the Navy 
Board, that althongh the contractors were 
not consulted on the alteration, they did not 
object to or complain of it,,confirmiog 10 
this respect what had been observed in the 
letter of the Victualling Board. -—— The 
Commissioners of Transports, ( App..No. 15+) 
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ments were made by ninety-day bills were, 
‘x strictness, entitled to their money upon the 
completion of the services performed ; but 
that ao interval of several days almost in- 
variably occurred whilst their accounts were 
under investigation, and the bijls preparing ; 
and because, according to their construc- 
on of the act of parliament, they con- 
ceived it to bave been intended that the 
ills should be so paid. If the Transport 
Boerd thought themselves justified in their 
practice by their construction of the act, 
they should not have departed from it with 
out legal advice, or proper auihority. If a 
compensation, in proportion to ihe delay, 
was looked for by the contractors, one day's — 
interest was not suficient. It would stem 
that this Board followed the course taken by 
the Navy Board, and altered their practice 
when they found that the Navy Board had 
resolved upon a change. —-— We rather 
think the contractors did not look for 
any anticipation of payment, as a couipen- 
sation for the loss of time whilst their ac- 
counts were passing, some delay in which 
must necessarily occur, and that it had not 
then, nor has since had, any weight with 
them in regulating the prices at which they 
made their tenders to government. The 
following is the amount of ninety-day bills, 
issued between the 26th of Dec. 1790, and 
the 19th of Dec. 1§01, at an interest of 
three-pence halfpenny per cent. per day, 
allowed both for the day of the date and the 
say of the payment of the bills: 

Issued by the Navy Board 

_ (App. Nos. 19 & 20).£19,747,835 11 11 
Transport Board + = 6,305,976 11 7 


3 6 











£26,053,812 





Loss of one day's interest . 
onthe abovesum --+« £3,799 10 3 
Although the loss of between 7 and soul. 

per annua adds little to the amount of the 

Dittonal expenditure, yet it is because the 

necessary expendiivre is so great, that all 

possible care should be taken 1to avoid any 
uproper increase of it, such as we think 
thistohave been, To the public, one day's 

‘nicest. on ninety, operating. on so many 

millions, was aconsideration ; to each-in- 

dividual it was not.—— We think it right to 

Ooserve, Whenever a difference of opinion 

May ailse between the Naval Boards on the 

Constiuction of am act of parliament, or any 

Other general regulation, that such difle- 

rence ct opinion should be laid before she 

Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty, for 

their decision thereon, as the pursuing of 


ferent lines of conduct must tend to pFo- | 
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Supplement to sro. 15," 
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duce dissatisfaction, and will in general be 
found to be injurious to the public interest, 


MONEY IMPP ESTED BY THE NAVY LOARD, 
FOR SECRET NAV’ L SERVICES, 

On examining the book containing the 
registry cf bills issaed by the Navy Board, 
we discovered that considerable sums had 
been advanced, by way of imprest, during 
the late war, for the performance of secret 
naval services.——— ibe im 
of these parties, ameunting to 190 800), 
having beea taken off, and the account 
closed in the books of the Navy Office in a 
manner which appeared to us irregular, 
we enquired into the circumstane:s of the 
transaction. —— From the examiaation of 
the Comptroller of the Navy, (App. No. 1.) 
we learned that thissum had been advanced 
by the Navy Board, in consequence of di- 
rections given by the Lords Commissioners 
of the Treasury to the Comptroller, which 
were marked “ Most Secret;” that 5,000l, 
had been repaid into the hands of the Trea- 
surer of the Navy, and that the remaining 
imprest of 95,0001. had been cleared, or 
taken off, by the direction of the Lords 
Commissioners of the Treasury, signified 
by their secretary's letter to the Navy Board, 
(App. No, 21.) dated the Ist of May, 1804. 
——By His Majesty's Order in Council tor 
regulating the Navy Office, dated the 8th of 
June, 1796, the ComptroWer of the Navy is 
authorized to execute such secret naval ser- 
vices as may be directed by the First Lord 
of the Admiralty for the time being; and, 
afier the services are performed, the Comp- 
troller is required to communicate his orders, 
and his proceedings thereon, to the Navy 
Board for their concurrence, In case a 
majority should disapprove of any pare 
of his conduct, they are to subout the 
whole, with the reasons for such disappro- 
bation, to the Pirst Lord of the Admiraliy, 
whose decision thereoa is to be considered 
As final.—-—Upon this order nD covnel, i- 
structions were drawn up. by the Lords 
Comaiissioners of the Adaairalty for the 
conduct of the Navy Boaid, and they were 
directed to conform ‘thereto by their lord. 
ships’ order of the i7ih of Ang. 1790, ia 
which there is.an omission that we think 
it right to notice. ——It is nol stated ih that 
order, ander whose directions or autyority 
the Comptralier is to perform the secret 
services therein-mentioned ; the onder suns 
thus: ‘* All contracts are fo be made by the 


rest areinst one 


«« Board at large, those for s:cret services. 


“ only excepted, which are to be entrusted 


to the Comptroller, who is hereby Ju- 
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in the order in council, after stating that 
contracts of every kind are to be made by 
the Board at large, those for secret services 
excepted, which are to be entrusted to the 
Comptrollet, it is expressed, ‘ That the 
* secret services above mentioned shoald be 
“ performed under the authority of the First 
“ Lord of the Admiralty for the time being.” 
This omission sheuld be rectified, as we are 
of opinion, it is of considerable importance 
that the several subordinate Boards should 
have. precise information pot only of the 
extent of the authority vested in them, but 
of the authority under which they are to act. 
——The Navy Board, by their patent of 
appointment, are required to follow such 
orders and instructions as they may from 
time to time receive from the Lord High 
Admiral, or the Commissioners for execating 
the office of Lord High Admiral for the 
time being ; and it does not appear that they 
are authorised to follow directions which 
may be given to them by any other depart- 
ment of government. It is, however, sta- 
ted by the Comptroller and the Secretary, 
(App. Nos. 1 & 14) tbat the Board have 
been in the constant practice of receiving 
and following directions from the Lords 
Commissioners of His Majesty's Treasury, 
in certain cases, which they have enume- 
rated. Italso appears, by the account en- 
tered in the Appendix, No. 4. that 10,6001. 
have been advanced by the Navy Board to 
Messrs. Hammersley and Company for the 
performance of a secret naval service, which 
was directed by one of His Majesty’s prin- 
cipal Secretaries of State. If it be judged 
expedient that the Navy Board should follow 
the directions of any other department of 
fovernment than that under which they are 
placed exclusively by their patent, we think 
they should be furnished with specific au- 
thority to that effect ; and that they should 
in no case depart from their instructions 
without the sanction of the Lords Comrs. of 
the Admiralty. ——It is stated by the Comp- 
troller, that the services for which the sum 
in question of 100,0001. was advanced, were 
not performed under his orders, but under 
the directions of the Lords Commissioners of 
the Treasury, by whose authority the im- 
prest was cleared, without any account of 
the expenditure of the m: ney being render- 
ed to the Navy Board.——it is most pro 
bable that a communication of the circam- 
s‘ances of this transaction was made to the 
First Lord of the Admiralty at the time of 
advancing the first part of this money ; it 
does not however appear, from his Lord- 
ship's examination, that he directed the 


muasore; (App. No. 22.) and the First 
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Lord of the Admiralty, .at,the time the fact 
advance was made, and when the imprest 
was taken off, (App. No. 23.) was alio- 
gether uninformed of the transaction.__— 
Notwithstanding the time which has elonsed 
since the advance of the money, and the 
injunctions of the order in council, awe fn 
that the Comptroller has not communicate) 
to the Navy Board his proceedings in this 
business, or even made them acquainted evith 
the nature of the service performed. The 
reason given by the Comptroller for this 
departure from his instructions is, that the 
service is of so delicate a nature, that he 
does not think it prudent to make the cir- 
cumstance public.—— Afier this declaration 
we forbore to inquire into the purposes to 
which this money had been applied, and, 
of course, have no evidence of the nature 
of the services performed; yet we have 
reason to believe, that they were of sucha 
nature as to come within the description of 
naval services. ‘There are circumstances, 
connected with the publie interest, which 
have induced us to with-hold the names cf 
the parties to whom the money was ad- 
vanced, and the nature of the service to 
which we apprehend it had been applied; 
but, as the only security which the public 
have for the propriety of the disbursements 
of public mency by the Comptroller of the 
Navy, which may be considered of a secret 
nature, is the ultimate investigation of the 
Navy Loard, to which all transactions of 
this nature are directed by the order in 
council to be submitted, wpon the comple- 
tion of the services, we think so salutary @ 
regulation ought not to be departed from. 
——Py the account entered in the App. 
No. 4, it will be seen thot other sums have 
been advanced by the Navy Board for the 
performance of secret naval services; but as 
these services are not yet terminated, we 
can only recommend, that as.soon as they 
are completed, the communication, directed 
by His Majesty's Order in Council, be made 
tothe Navy Board. 


(Signed) Cu. M. Pore. (t.s) 
Ewan Law. (L. $.) 
Joun Forp. (tL. 8.) 
Henny Nicuouts. (1. 8.) 


Wa. Mack wortu PRAED. (5) 
Office of Naval Inquiry, 
No. 24, Great George Street, 
Ath March, 1€05. 


APPEND: X. 

No. 1. THe EXAMINATION OF SIR AN- 
DREW SNAPE HAMMOND, BT. COMP- 
TROLLER OF THE NAVY ; TAKEN Urow 
OATH, THE GTH OF suNE, 1804. — 
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Q. What was the amount of the bills 
‘cued to Messrs. Donaldson and Glenny, 
Mr. George Glenny, and to on 
account ot sundry naval services? A. -To 
Messrs. Donaldson and Glenny, between 
October 1800 and May 1802, the sum of 
fourmillions three hundred thoasand pounds ; 
id to at three different periods, 











between October 17909 and March 1801, 
one hundred thousand pounds. ———@Q. Did 
these bills differ in form from the bills 
usually issued at ninety days? 4, In no 
other way than in stating, that they were 
for general naval service; the other bills 
particularising the services for which they 
were issued. - Q. Had there been any 
stores delivered, or services performed by 
those perons, at the time of issuing those 
vils, or were they under orders to perform 
, service, or to purchase any stores for the 
‘the navy? dd. There were services 
ned by —— but by the others 

-¢ bills were issued for the purpose 

unt being paid into the hands of 

urer of the Navy todischarge ninety- 

» then become due, by order of the 
Commissioners of the Treasury. It 

be here necessary for me to state, in 

r to give the Commissioners a clear 

a of that transaction, that an act of 
virliament took place io 1796, for disebarg- 
ing all navy bills in ninety days. ‘The Trea- 
sury were occasionally appriaed of the time 
tre bills became due.—In September 1800, 
money not being then in the Treasury suffi- 
cen! ta discharge the n'nety-day bills then 
become due, their lordships gave orders that 
such persons as thought proper might be ac- | 
commodated with new ninety-day bill in 
discharge of those due, until further order. 
Hut more bills becoming due to persons 
who were desirous of receiving their mo- 
ney, their lordships directed ap issue of 
bills to be put into the hands of the broker 
employed by them to dispose of exchequer 
bills, who undertook, upon fecciving the 
bills, to pay the amount into the hands of 
the Treasurer of the Navy, for the purpose 
490ve-mentioned The Treasurer was in- 
formed by the Navy Board of the circum- 
‘tance, and directed to receive the money 
‘or the parpose of discharging the bills as 
lacy became due. — Thé mode of paying 
navy bills “at ninety days was’an immense 
‘aig to the public, as, previous to the act 
of parhament taking place, bills were at a 
“scout of near fifteen percent which was’ 
borne by the public ; and- bad it not been 











‘or this timely remedy, would certainty bave” | 


socreased, The great object, therefore, was 





dv keep up the credit of the pinety-day 
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bilis, and as no fund was exclusively set apart 
for the payment of them, the amount being 
perfectly uncertain, the expedient of ° is- 
suing new bills to pay those becoming due 
was absolutely necessary to keep up their 
credit; the sums so issued were regularly 
paid into the hands of the ‘Treasurer of the 
Navy, andthe public suffered no /oss thereby 
beyond the common interest. —— Q. Were 
any persons accommodated with these bills, 
other than the holders of ninety-day bills 
then due? A. No. . Was the amount 
of the bills imprested, or charged against 
the persons to whom they were issued, or 
any other person? A, No, they were not 
issued by way of imprest ; the brokers who 
were employed by the Treasury for the sale 
of exchequer bills, Messrs. Benjamin and 





‘Abraham Goldsmids, and Messrs, Antrobus 


and Wood, had the bills made out to such 
persans as they thought proper ; they under- 
taking to be security for the paymeat, and 
producing the parties at the Navy Board, and 
frequently paying the money into the hands 
of the ‘lreasurer before the bills could be 
made out. 2. Had bills for the pur- 
pose of raising money ever been issued pre~ 
vious to October, 1800? A. Not that T 
know of, there does not appear to have 
been any occasion. @. Have the Navy 
Board, or Comptroller ot the Navy, by act 
of parliament or patent, power to draw bills 
otherwise than for services performed, or 
stores gupplied, or by way of imprest for 
sery-ces fo be performed, or stores to be sup- 
plied ? 4. 1 have an objection to answer 
that question. You, gentlemen, have be- 
fore you the navy patent, and order in coun- 
cil, on which the Board is to-act. You 
al-o kaow the Comptroller has an authority 
to exeente any secret services entrasted. fo 
him by the government, ——@Q. Upon what 








‘erounds do you object to answer the above 


guestion,? A. Upon the fifth section of the 
act of the 43d Geo, ITI. cap. 16.—~-Q. Tn 
what manner’ is money supplie! tu the 
Treasurer of the Navy, for the services of 
that department ? 4. By the Commissioners 


of the Navy authorizing the Treasurer of 


the Navy to solicit the Lords Commissioners 
of the Treasury, and which bad been dose 
in the cases before recited, previous to ré- 
ceiving any Order for issning the navy bills 
above-mentiotied,——@. Were any of the 
bills issued to Messts. Donaldson and Glenny, 
Mr. George Gienoy, orto ———-—, charged 
as an imprest against any of those persons ? 


‘A. To —— — fhey were, but not to the 
others; the order from the Tr 
‘ing the amount to be placed’ as an impr 
against ——--——=. Y. Why were the bills © 


ury direct. 
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issued to — charged as an imprest, 
and those issued to the other persons not so 
charged against them? 4. Because the for- 
mer were to defray the expense of secret 





services performed by him, and the latter | 


paid the amount of the bills they received 


immediately into the hands of the Treasurer | 


of the Navy.—— Q. Was the whole amount 
of the four millions three hundred thousand 
pounds, for which bills were made out to 
Messrs, Donaldson and Glenny, paid over to 
the Treasurer of the Navy? 4. Yes—— 
Q. What was the nature of the directions 
given by the Lords Commissioners of the 
Treasury, for issuing the bills? 4. Their 
Jordships directions were given by their Se- 
cretary’s letters to the Navy Board, and en- 
closed confidentially to the Comptroller. 
Q. Was the amount of the bills to be 
issued at different times specifically directed, 
or was it left to your discretion, or the dis- 
cretion of the Navy Board? A. The 
amount was specifically directed. Q. 
What means were taken to discharge these 
bills when they became due? A. The same 
means as were used forthe paying of other 
ninety-day bills when they became due, 
and of which they became a part ——Q 
Were all these bills paid off when they be- 
came due, or were other bills issued in licu 
of them? 4. They were paid off when 
they became due.——Q. What interest or 
advantage did the persons in whose favour 
the bills were drawn derive fromthem? 4. 
Not the least; they only permitted their 
names to be inserted by the desire of the bro- 
kers who undertook to pay the amount,—— 
Q. Were these bills payable at ninety days, 
and the interest for that time added to the 
principal sum of the bill? 4. They were 
exactly upon the footing of all otber bills, 
and bore au interest from the day they were 
issued.——Q. For what purpose was interest 
adied? 4. The interest was added agree- 
ably to act of parliament. —— Q. Did the per- 
sons employed to negociate the bills account 
to the Treasurer of the Navy for the prin- 








cipal and interest of the bills? 4, They 


regularly accounted with the Treasurer of 
the Navy for the principal, who certified 
the receipt with other moneys that had come 
into his hands, The payments being made 
so soou afier the issue of the bills, very lit- 
tle interest could occur for the benefit of the 
brokers.—_—Q. What allowance had the 
persons for negociating them? A. None. 
—--—(Y. By whose dircetion were the bro- 
kers made to account to the Treasurer of 
the, Navy for the oo of such bills ? 
A. At the time of issuing the bills to the 
brokers, a letter was written to them by the 





——— 





Navy Board to pay the amonnt into the 
hands of the Treasurer of the Navy, and a 
letter was at the same time written to the 
Treasurer to receive such amount.—~—Q 
Have the persons to whom the bills were 
issued duly accounted for the same? 4 
They have.——Q. When were the bills in 
favour of — issued? 4, At diffe. 
rent times, from the 4th October 1799 to 
14th March 1801.——Q. When, and by 
what order, was the imprest against ——_—- — 
taken off? = A, 
thousand pounds of it into the hands of the 
Treasurer of the Navy some time back, 
and the remaining imprest of ninety-five 
thousand pounds was taken off within these 
two months, by an order from the Lords of 
the Treasury. ——— Q. What was the reason 
given for removing the imprest?’ 4, That 
their lordships were satisfied that the naval 
services for which the money had been is- 
sued had been actually performed.—-9, 
Did the Navy Board ever pay money, or 
issue bills on account of secret services, 
except the bills issued ‘to —? A. 
They have in other instances issued navy 
bills for secret service, but never when that 
service has not been naval? Q. Are 
such secret services performed under the 
orders of the Navy Board, or are they made 
acquainted with the services? A. If the 














order from govertment is directed to the 


Comptroller ‘¢ secret and confidential,” he 
communicates only with the Committee of 
Accounts till the service is executed, and 
then lays the whole transaction, with his 
proceedings thereon, before the Board, for 
their judgment and decision. ——Q. Have 
you laid before the Navy Board all the cir- 
cumstances of the transaction respecting the 
one hundred thousand pounds issued to 
— for their judgment and decision ? 
A, The letter from the Tressury directing 
the clearing bill to — has been read 
to the Board; but the service is of so deli- 
cate a natnre; that altlough I am acquainted 
with it, I still think it prudent not to make 
the circumstance public. —— Q. Was the ser- 
vice performed by ———— under the orders 
of the Comptroller ? 4, No.——Q. Under 
whose directions were those sécret naval ser- 
vices performed, for which the imprest of 
one hundred thousand pounds was made to 
—? A. Under the direction of the 
Lords Commissioners of the Treasury, and 
with the knowledge and approbation of the 
First Lord of the Admiralty——Q. Have 

— accounted with the Navy Board 
for the expenditure of the money imprested 
againstthem? 4, No.——Q. Have monies 
for secret service ever been issued by the 
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Navy Board to any other persons’ than 
__”. — of the expenditure of which the 
Navy Board were not ultimately made ac- 
quainted ? A. No, if the services have 
heen terminated =-—Q. Had -————— been 
called upon by the Navy Board, previous to 
the imprest being removed, to account for 
the produce of the bills issued to them ? 
j. No, it was not a service that the Navy 


Hoard have been acquainted with.——Q. 
As it appears that several bills were made 
out on the 23d October 1800, to Mr. Corn- 
wall Smalley for sundry naval services, which 
were forwarded to him, and returned on 
the following day, cancelled and burned, 
you are desired to explain the nature of this 
pansaction? A, The bills that were made 
oat to Mr. Glenuy were originally made 
out to Mr. Smalley, bat Mr. Smalley sta- 
ting en objection, they were cancelled, 
and Mr. Glenny was brought by Mr. 
Goldsmid the next day,.——Q. What was 
the nature of the objection stated by Mr. 
Smalley? 4. As he had other concerns 
with the Roard, he seemed to think it might 
interfere with them.——Q. Was any mi- 
nute made on the proceedings of the Board 
respecting the issuing or negociating of she 
bills to Messrs. Dooaldson and Glenny, Mr. 
George Glenny, and —--—— ?-——-, | 
do not think there was ; it was considered 
a3 a confidential service, —-— @. In the 
account of out-standing bills laid before 
parliament, as forming a part of the debt 
of the navy, were these bills distinguished 
trom those issued for services performed, or 
stores supplied? 4, No, —-= VY. When 
were the bills at ninety days first issued ? 
i. L thiok about January 1797; the bill 
passed the 30th of December 1796.—— Q. 


. . . . o rr } 
Previous to that time did the bils specify 


the nature, quantity, aod price of the 
articles for which they were issued in pay- 
ment? A, Yes,—-—@ Do the bills now 
issued so specify the nature, quantity, and 
price of the articies for which they are is- 
sicd in payment? 4. Previous to the pas- 
‘ing of the act, the bills for stores were 
mace out at the yards, according to the 
“arraots and prices; but as the new mode 
of payment was thought to be more bene- 
ficial to the merchants, three months credit 
Was exacted, therefore the yards were di- 
rected to send up certificates-of the stores 
they had received, which, after lying three 
months in the office, and ondergoing the 
necessary examination, a ninety-day navy 
bill was delivered to the party for the 
‘mount, specifying only the general heads 
of the service performed,—_—@Q. Why was 
‘ne former practice departed from? 4. I 
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have given the reason in my former answer, 
aud it was not thought necessary to detail 
the paiticulars of the articles in the bills, 
more especially as the increase of business 
rendered it necessary to abridge whatever 
might appear superfloous.——.Q. Has it 
beeu the practice of the Navy Board to draw 
bills on the Treasurer of the Navy, or to 
pay money in compliance with directions 
from the Lords of the Treasury? 4. Yes, 
——Q. What is the nature of the services 
for which the Treasury direct the Navy 
Board to pay? ./. All head money caves, 
where, from the want of necessary vouchers, 
the Navy Board have not felt themselves 
authoriz:d to pay without their direction ; 
bounty bills; some pensions and rewards, 
and sign manuals. Q. Was the Trea- 
surer of the Navy, about the time of jis 
suing the bills to the persons before-named, 
regularly supplied with the money he was 
desired by the Navy Board to apply for ? 
A. No.——-Q. Did any difficulties arise to 
the public service in consequence of the 
money not being regularly supplied ? 4. 
None, owing to the expedient which was 
adopted ; buat there wonld have been a very 
serious inconvenience, if some measure of 
that sort had not been resorted to, to pre- 
vent the navy bills falling into disrepute, 
and frequently for want of ready money 
called for on a sudden to send down to the 
ports fo pay ship's companies. Q. At 
the time of issuing the biils in questior, 
were there any, and what bills, wh.ch 
the Navy Board thought it right to defer 
the payment of? A. 1 do not remember 
the payment of any bills having been dee 
ferred.——@Q. Did the Lords Commissioners 
of the Admiralty give any directions to you 
or to the Navy Board, respecting the issue 
of the bills to Messrs. Donaldson and Glen- 
ny, Mr. George Glenny, OF t0 ————me ? 
A. \ had frequent conversations with the 
First Lord of the Admiralty on the sabject, 
but do not recollect any order given by the 
Board of Admiralty on these points. —— 
Q Was it offitially communicated to the 
Admiralty, that the Navy Board were about 
to issue, or that they had issued soch bills? 
A. No [Signed by A. 5. Hamonp, 
and by Tur COMMISSIONERS. ] 











THE FURTHER BXAMINATION OF SIR AN- 
DREW SNAPE HAMOND, BART.; TAKEN 
UPON OATH, THIS 8TH DAY OF JUNE, 


1804 
Q. Was the amount of the ninety-day 


bills more uncertain inthe years when the: 
bills wese drawn for the purpose of raising - 


money than in former years? 4. 1 do not 
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tween Sir Andrew Hamond and myself; 
when he inquired of me, if I did not meet 
with considerable difficulty in procuring 
money for the very large sums of victualling 
bills which necessarily pass through my 


recollect ; the ammount was always uncertain, 
——(). Are the vo'es of money for the ser- 
vice of. the navy made on estimates laid be- 
tore parliament by the Navy Board, of the 
probable expenses in the ensuing years? 
4, The estimates voted by parliament are 
according to the number of men intended 
to be employed, at the rate of 7]. a man 
per month; but the ordinary and extra- 
ordinary of the Navy are voted separately 
on estimates laid before parliament.-— Q. 
Did the expenses of the navy siace the 
est#blishment of the ninety-day bills, in the 
vyeurs in which money was raised by the bills 
sasued as betore described, exceed the esti- 
inaies in a greater degree than in the years 
preceding, in which this measure was pot had 
vecourse to? 4. I muat refer to the ex- 
pense of the navy for those years for an 
auswer to that question. — Q. Did the ne- 
cessity of raising money by issuiug n nety 
day bills for that purpose, arise from a defi- 
cency in the votes for naval services? 7, 
dometimes | covce ve the necessity arose 
from a deficiency of money in the Trea- 
sury, atothers from the naval supplies being 
exhausted, as [ believe was the case in Oc- 
teber 1£00, when the measure was first re- 
sorted to.——-——[ Signed by Sir dudrew Ha- 
niond and the Commissioners. ] 


No. II. Treasury Chambers, 7th Sep- 
tember, 1800. —— GenrLemen, —I am 
cummanded by the Lords Commissioners of 
His Majesty's Treasury to desire that you 
will signify to the Treaeurer of the Navy, 
the desire of this Board, that he notity to 
the persons having ninety day navy bills 
now due, and wishing to have a revewal of 
the seme, instead of receiving the amount 
incash, that they may be accomodated with 
new bills, bearing the same interest ; and 
that he would conttnue the same accomo- 
dstion of the partes till farther notice from 
this Board. —— 1 am, Gentlemen, your 
most humble servant, Cuas. Long —— 
[ dddressed to the Commissioners, of the Navy.) 


No. rl, THE EXAMINATION OF GEORG: 
GLENNY, ESQ. TAKEN UPON OATH, THE 
Y2pD JUNB, 150d. 

@. It appearing that bills to the amonnt 
of one milhob sterling were drawn in your 
favour tn the years 1800 and 1801, by the 
Navy Board, for the purpose of raising mo- 
ney, What circumstances led to the use of 
your pame, and what advantage did you de- 
nwe from that transaction? A. The cir- 
cumstances which led to my name being 
fused, arose in the first instance from an ac- 


tideital couversaion which tovk place be- 





hands. Il answered, that 1 never met with 
any difficulty. He asked me through what 
channel | obtained the money; I informed 
him, that | bad been in the habit for severs| 
years of giving to Messrs. Goldsmids all the 
bills as] received them, on the conditiog 
that they would supply me with any sum of 
money, not exceeding the value of the bills, 
whenever | had occasion for it, without any 
previous notice. He continued his‘ingniry, 
and asked, to what extent Messrs. Goldsmids 
could at any time furnish me with money 
without previous notice; I told him, that I 
never had had occasion to try to what ex- 
tent they could go, but that 1 had understood 
from them they could raise from the extent 
of five hundred thousand pounds ina day, if 
it were necessary. He inquired what con- 
sideration I paid them; | informed him, that 
the consideration varied. according to the 
time the bills had to ran when I received the 
money; from one quarter to one-eighth per 
cent. He asked me, how they could take 
that 4o avuid usury; Linformed him, that 
they mever discounted the bills themselves; 
they advanced money, and kept them until 
some person who bad money to spare applied 
for such bills, charging five per cent. for the 
time the loan had been made, and the guarter 
or eighth per cent. as a brokerage. He in- 
formed me, that their office was very often 
under great difficulties for want of ready mo- 
ney, Whew the treasury could not issue tt, and 
asked, if I thonght any means could be de- 
vised whereby they might obtain occasional 
assistance through the medium of such bills, 
aud the Geldsmids ; T informed him that I 
would comasunicate with them, and let bim 
know; | accordingly had’ an interview with 
Messrs. Guldsmids on the subject, and we 
waited the next morning on Sir Andrew 
Hamond together, when Mr. Goldsmid in- 
formed him, if such bills could be made out, 
that they could furnish the office with any 
sum they might require upon a day's notice. 
The on!y difheulty then was, how to issue 
the bills, and, after some consideration, I 
agreed that the bilis should be made payable 
to me; the result was, that these bills were 
made out, sometimes one hundred thousand 
or one hundred and filty thousand pounds at 
a time, and / endorsed them and handed them 
over to Messrs. Goldsmids, first having e¢- 
knowledged the receipt of the bills to the 


beard by letter. Here the transaction ended, 
as far as regarded me, and I derived no dd*_ 
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ace or emolument, directly or indirectly, 
iy contemplation or otherwise, trom this 
cansaction.—-—@. It appearing also that 
-a similar purpose, to the amount of 


Vail 


bins L0t 
hi millions three hundred thousand 
pounds, were drawn in favour of Messrs, 
Posaldson and Glenay in 1801 and 1802, 
what circumstances led to the use of the him 
ef your house in prefereoce to your name, 
ad what advantage did you, or the house to 
which you belonged, derive from that trans- 
scion? A. The circumstance that led to 
these bills being made payable to Donaldson 
gud Glenuy, was, that as they had consider- 
able dealings with the public, 1t was con- 
ceived that the change might the better con- 

J “yrom the publie éye the temporary neces- 
sity which occasioned the issue of these bills; 
aod neither Alexander Donaldson nor myself 
yeceived, directly or indirectly, any advan- 
tee or emolument whatever, in contempla 
tion or otherwise, from this transaction 
(). Ilas any allowance been made, or is any 
silawance to be made to Messrs. Goldsasids 
for negotiating such bills? 4. IT understand 
there either has, or will be, some considera- 
tiou made to Messrs. Goldsmids; but what 
the quantum is Ido not know. [Signed by 
GroiGe Grenny, and by THe Commis- 
SIONERS ] 


three 





No. IV. Exhibits a detailed enumeration 
of these bills, specifying their amount, their 
dates, &c. &e. 


No. V. THE EXAMINATION OF WILLIAM 
LOSTER, ESQUIRE, CHI! F CLERK IN THE 
OFFICE FOR BILLS AND ACCOUNTS, INT, 
THE NAVY OFFICE; TAKBN UPON OATH, 
tHe 3ist May, 1804. 

@. How long have you been in your 
present situation, and what are the duties at 
tached to it?) 4d. Ihave been in my pre- 
sent situation since December, 1801; and 
iny duty is to superintend the whole business 
of the office for bills and accounts. ——Q 
What is the process of making out bills for 
‘ores delivered, or services performed? A. 
Upon the certificates of the delivery of the 
Stores at the yards being received at the of- 
lice, they are examined with respect to the 
prices, to see that they are agreeable to the 
“vbtracts and warrants, and the computations 
“re checked, and if found correct, a bill of 
‘xchange is then made out to the partics, 
‘igned by three members of the board, pay- 
able at ninety days ; the interest on which is 
added to the sum of the bill; and the natare 
of the services for which the bills are issued 
' Stated on the bilis.——@. Have there 
& any bills made out for which neither 
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stores have been delivered, nor services per- 
formed? A. I know of none but those 
made out to Donaldson and Glenny, to 
and to Mr. George Glenny., —Q. 
What was the object of the bills issued to 
those persons? <, | apprehend as a tempo- 
rary assistance to government. (1) ———@Q 

What was the nature of the directions you 
received of warking out such bills, and trom 
whom? A. Papers requiring me at differ- 
ent periods to cause bills to be made out to 
Messrs. Donaldson and Glenny, to --——— 
or Mr. George Glenny, to 
certain amounts, signed 19 general -by the 
Comptroller of the Navy singly —Q. What 
orders were given to you for making out bills 
for stores delivered, or services performed ? 
al. Lieceive no orders; the bills are made 
out of course on the receipt of the certificate 
of the delivery of the stores at the yards, if 
found correct.—~— QY. ‘lo what amount do 
you-apprehend bills to have been made out 
to the persons whom you have stated? 4, 
About tour millions four hundred thousand 
pounds, as follows :—~ 














To Mr. George Glenny - = 1,100,000 
To Messrs. Donaldson and Glenny 3,200,000 
To - = * + © 100,000 





4,400,000 

Q. Between what periods were such bills 
made out? A. Between October, 1800 and 
May, 1802.—— @ Did such bills differ in 
their form from those issued for stores de- 
livered, or services perfornxd? A, The 
wordiug of these bills was “ On Account of 
«© sundry Naval Services.” ‘The wording of 
the others, “ Ov Account of the particular 
‘© Stores, or for the particular Services." —— 
Q, What was the nature of the charge or 
imprest placed against the persons to whom 
such bills were issued? 4, An imprest was 
charged against for the 
amount of the bills issued to him, which was 
cleared about a week or ten days ago, by an 
order from the Lords Commiussiouers of the 
Treasury. There was no imprest charged 
agaixst the other persons; they were not 
imprest bills, but regular bills, and conse- 
quently no imprest could be charged. Q. 
Do you know why the amountoof the bills 
issued to + —— was charged as 
an imprest against him, and those issued to 
the other persons not so charged agaiust 
them? 4. I donot.—Q. To whom wefe 
the bills delivered? 4. ‘They were in ge- 
neral sent to Mr. Glenny, or delivered. to 
Mr. Goldsmid. Q. You have said, that 
you apprehend the bills. were issued as a 
temporary assistance to government; ius 
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what manner were. they rendered effectual 
to that purpose? “4. I conceive they were 
disposed of, and the prodace appropriated 
for the nse of government. (b)——Q In 
what manner was the produce of such bills 
accounted tor?—-—A. [| do not know. = (c.) 
—--(), What allowances have been made 
to the persons employed io negotiating and 
discounting such bills? 4. I do not know. 
(d)+-—Q. Have the accounts of the pefsons 
to whom the bills were issucd been finally 
settled, and when? A. Ido net know that 
they hive any account. (e)——Q. In the 


f 


“register of bi'ls for the year 1900, there ap- 


pears to have been issued on the 23d Oc- 
tober, to Cornwall Simailey, Esquire, sixty- 
Pine bills, on account of sundry naval ser- 
vices, Which appear by a notation in the 
book to bave been retorned on the following 
dav. cancelled, and burned; state what you 


know relating to this circumstance? A, It, 


vay not in my time, and 1 do wot know any 
t)) ng relating oO the circumstance.—-— Q., 
When was the present mode of paying the 
contracturs by bills at ninety days first 
adopted? A. In December, 17y6.——Q. 
Previous to that ttme did the bills specify the 
nature, quantity, and price of the articles, fer 
whieh they were issaed mn payment? 4. 
Yes the account made out at the yard of the 
stores delivered, was the bill, after having 
been registered in the Navy Office, and 
signed by the Boara; since that time the 
bits have anly specified the nature of the 
sLoies. ——Q “What was the reason for de- 
parting from the’ practice of making out the 
bills in the former mode? A. It was done 
Ly drection from the Lords Commissioners 
of the'lre sury.—-[Signed by Ww. Fosrek, 
and ty rue COMMISSIONERS. } 


A! TEX ATIONS AND ADDITIONS MADE TO 
roe FORFGOL. G EXAMINATION, BY DE- 
KE OF THIS EXAMINANT, THE IST 

r, 1804. | 
(0) Yo the question, “ What was the 
« object ot the bills issued to those persons ?” 
l now answer, they were issued to thea for 
the service of the novy.——(b) The bills 
were disposed of by Messrs. Benjamin and 
Abraham Goldsmids, and Messrs. Antrobus 
and Wood, and accounted. for bY them to 
the Treasurer of the Navy.—-——(c) The 
amount of the bills was accounted for, as I 
have before said, to the Treasurer of the 
Nayy.-—-—(4) The persons employed in ne- 
gotiating the bills were allowed the usual 
commission of one-eighth per cent.—-—(e) 
The accounts have been delivered in to the 


vrr* 
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[FURTHER INTERROGATORIES pur fp 
WILLIAM FOSTER, ESQUIRE, Tis Fixsy 
DAY OF JUNE, 1804. 

(. How do you know that the bills js- 
sued to Messrs. Donaldson and Glenny, and 
Mr. George Glenny, were for the service of 
the navy? .d4 From accounts having been 
rendered by Messrs. Goldsmids, and Messrs. 
Antrobus aud Wood, the brokers to the 
Treasurer of the Navy, of the produce of 
such bills. —-—Q, Is it the usval practice of 
the Navy Office to charge all persons with 
impresis for money advanced to them on ac- 
count of stores to be purchased, or services 
to be performed? 4, Yes.——Q. When 
the ninety day bills were first issoed, how 
were the days reckoned for which the inte- 
rest was computed? A. The ninety days 
were reckoned from the day of the registry 
to the day of payment, both days inclusive, 
—-—Q. Has that mode of reckoning the days 
on which the interest has been computed 
been altered, and in what manner? J. It 
has; the day of registry is not now included. 
@. When did such alteration take place? 
1. 1 belieVe about twelve months ago.—— 
Q. Did the other offices reckon the ninety 
days for the interest in the same manner as 
the Navy Office formerly did? A. The 
Victualling Office did not; the day of re- 
gstry was not included.——Q. Was the 
practice of the Victualling Office long knowa 
at the Navy Office before it was altered? 4, 
I cannot answer that question with any de- 
gree of accuracy. {Signed as before.) 


[THE YURTHER EXAMINATION OF WIL: 
LIAM FOSTER, ESQUIRE; TAKEN UPON 
OATH, the lOTH OF JUNE, 1804. 

Q. What reason have you to believe 
that the persons employed to negotiate the 
bills issued by the Navy Board for the pur- 
pose of raising money, were allowed a com- 
mission of one-eigth per cent.? A. L have 
none. In my evidence of the 1st of June, 
I made a mistake ; the commissi _n I alladed 
to was on ihe sale of Exchequer bills, —~ 9. 
Have you any reason to believe that the per- 
sons employed to negotiate those pills are to 
have any allowance made them? A. Lhave 
not. {Szgned as before.) 


No. VI.—Treasury Chambers, October 
22, 1800.——Gentiemewn,—The pubic 


service requiring an issue to the amount of 


£500,000, for the purpose of paying off 
ninety-day bills, I am cosomanded by the 
Lords Commissioners of the Treasury to die 
rect that you will issae, from time to tae, 
ninety-day bills to that amount, for payment 
of the said bills.— - I am, gentlemen, your 
faithfol humble servant,—C HarLts Lexe, 
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—(Addressed to the Commrs of the Navy.] 


No. VII. Navy Office, 24th Oc- 
tober, 1800.——-Sir,—We_have your letter 
of this date, informing us of your having re- 
ceived the sum of one hundred thousarid 
pounds on our account, and we desire you 
will pay the same into the hands of the 
treasurer of bis Majesty's navy, at his office 
in Somerset House. -— We are, Sir, your 
humble servants, A. S. Hamtonn. C. Hope, 
Geo Rocers. —— [Addressed to George 
Glenny, Esq.) , 


No. VIII. Navy Office, 24th Oc- 
tober, 1800.-+—-Sir,—Mr, George Glen- 
ny, having received the sum_of one hundred 
thousand pounds on accouft of this board, 
we have directed him to pay the same into 
your bands, and we desire you will please to 
receive it, and apply it towards the payment 
of navy, victualling, and transport ninety- 
day bills, as they become due.—-—We are, 
Sir, your very humble servants, A. S. Ha- 
mona. C. Hore Geo.Rocers. [Ad- 
dressed lo the Right. Hon. Dudley Ryder.) 


No. IX.—THE EXAMINATION OF ALEX- 
ANDER TROTTER, ESQUIRE, PAYMAS 
TER OF THE NAVY; TAKEN’ UPON 
OATH, THE ISTH JUNE, 1804. 

Q By whom was the produce of the 
Navy Bills issued for the purpose of raising 
money for the service of the navy, between 
October, 1860, and May, 1802, received? 
A. Money was received at the Bank on ac 
count of the Treasurer of the Navy, which 
{ believe to have been the produce of bills 
issued under the circumstances alluded to in 
the question, and I also believe to have been 
the whole of the money raised by bills on 
der this description. —— Q. Has any allow- 
ance been made to the persens in whose fa- 
‘our such bills were drawn, or to the persons 
cmployed to negotiate such bills? 4. I 
have no knowledge of the transaction, or of 
the negonation ——QQ. Did any correspon- 
dence pass between the ireasurer of the 
‘savy and the Treasury, or the Navy Board, 
waich led to the issue of these bills? 4. | 
do not recollect amy correspondence upon 
the Ssubject——Q Did the Treasurer of the 
A 
-\avy, between October, 1800 and May, 
02, meet with any diffienlties in obtaining 
fom the Treasury the sams applied for by 
him, by directions of the Navy _ Board ? 
A. Official difficulties will always occur in 
the frequent applications made for money, 
and 1 believe difficulties may have occurred 
Curing that period. [Signed 4y Mr, Trolter 
and by the eoltnast Eb oe ails 








THE FURTHER EXAMINATION OF ALEX+ 
ANDER TROTTER, ESQUIRE; TAKEN 
UPON’ OATH, THE IITH DECEMBER, 
1bO4. 

Q. It appears that several of the bills is- 
sued by the Navy Board for the purpose of 
raising money, were delivered to you and 
Mr. Thomas Wilson; were any of such 
bills discounted by you, or for your-use? A, 
They were not. [Signed as before.] 


No. X. Consists of Goldsmid’s detailed 
account of the sales of the biils. 


No. XI. THE EXAMINATION OF ABRA- 
HAM GOLDSMID, ESQUIRE; TAKEN 
UPON OATH, THE 25TH JUNE, 1804, 

Q. Jt appearing that in the years 1800, 

1801, and 1802, bills to the amount of 

4,300,000 1. were drawn by the Navy Board 

in favour of Mr. George Glenny, and Messrs. 

Donaldson and Glenny, for the purpose of 

raising money, was you employed to nego- 

tiate such bills, and by whom? A. I was; 

Mr. Long, the Secretary of the Trezsury, 

asked me if I could discount such bills; and 

I afterwards received them from the Navy 

O Fe. Q. Has any allowance been 





. made to you for your trouble in negotiating 


the bills? 4. The account is vot sertled; 
the sam of the bills, the interest which had 
ron on them, and the difierence between the 
three-pence balfpenny per cent. per day, apd 


Jive per cent at which rate they were discount- 


ed, were carried to the account of govern- 
ment, and J am to bsse*me-eighth per cent. 
brokerage, which exceeds the tatevest by the 
sum of forty six pounds sixteen shillings and 
nine pence, vpon the sum of ,,30°,0001. 
the amount of the bills.—-Q@ in what 
manner did you dispose of the bills? a, 
We got them disconnted.--—- Y. To whor, 
and when, did you pay over the produce of 
such bills? 4. Whenever it was required 
by the Paymaster of the Navy, the money 
was paid into the Pank on acconnt of the 


Treasurer of the Navy.—-Q. Did you py - 


over the prodace of the bills as you discount- 
ed them, or did the produce of the bills re- 
main in your hands any length of time? 4, 
Never any length of time; the money was 
paid over as iu was required. | Signed by 
AsrauamM Goxipsmip, and by tug Com- 
MISSIONERS. ] 


[THE FURTHER EXAMINATION OF ABR A- 
HAM GOLDSMID, ESQUIRE; TAKEN 
UPON OATH, THE OTH JULY, 1804, 

Q. Is it customary, in calculating in- 
terest on bills, to include the day of the 
date of the bills, aud the day of payment ? 


































* 


a 


=. — 
age 
a. to - 
__ 


re - 
“wy ‘<r aw? 
= #4 4s im 


Rs 


ee ee 


= Pa - 
2a Re = 
rs nen Ke Ra A Ore. 


“hey. 


4 


= 
= 
ee 


i 


=, 
a" 


—— = 


[SS 
= yer 





—-) ae 


627) POLITICAL REGISTER.—Nara! Inquiry. [628 


| ceding the present one, and likewise in coy. 
formity to the present act, which directs 
such interest to commence from the dates of 
the billx——-We are, gentlemen, your 
humble servants, H. Hanmoon. Geo. 


4. It is not; the day of payment is in- 
cluded, but not the day of the date of the 
bill. — @. Was you aware that the ninety 
days interest on the bills drawn by the Na- 
vy Board, and negotiated by you previous 
to the rgth of December, 1801, included 
the day of the date of the bills, and the day 
of payment? A, No.-——Q. It appearing 
from the account furnished by you to the 
Navy Board, of the produce of the bills 
drawn by that Board in tavour of Mr. 


George Glenny, that bills to the amount of 


100,0001. dated the 24th October, 1800, 
were negoliated by you on the following 
day, and that the sum with which you have 
credited the public beyond the principal 
sum of the bills, is £36. 1s. $d and that 
on the sth of May, 1802, bills to the same 
amount were issued and negotiated by you 
on that day, and that the sum carried to tbe 
credit of government beyond the principal 
sum of the bills, is £63. 2s. 1d.3; how do 
you account for the latrer sum being great- 
er than the former? A, It was owing, in 
the first instance, to the money being pro- 
vided before the bills were issued, some de- 
lay having occurred owing to a difficulty in 
whose name the kills were to be made out, 
—The second sum is right according to a 
calculation made from a discount book, by 
which book we always make cur calcula- 
tions of interest. —{ Signed as before.] 


No. XII. Navy Office, 7th February, 
1797. —-—- GENTLEMEN,—We have re- 
ecived your letter of the istinstant, trans- 
mitting an account of the victualling bills 
payable in course, which have been regis- 
tered in last month; and we conclude there 
are none outstanding previously thereto, al- 
though that circumstance is not mentioned 
in your letter. —— As we think that all the 
bills past under the same act of parliament 
ought to be uniform in all their terms, we 
are concerned to find that the days of your 
bills becoming due, as noted in this account, 
differ frem those made out ut this office, and 
at the Transport Office, viz.; that your's, 
registered on the 2d January, are noted to 
become due on the 2d April, and so on, for- 
ward; whereas art this office and at the 
Transport Office, they are made to be- 
come due on the rst April (when 90 days 
for their running on interest expire) ac- 
cording to the custom which has been con- 
stantly adopted of including the first and 
Jast days on all occasions, dependent on 
length of time or number of days; and 
amongst the rest, in the mode of computing 
interest on the navy bills passed under the 
act of parliament in force immediately pre- 








Rocers. §S. Gambier. [Addressed to 
the Commissioners of the ] ictualiing Board.) 


No. XIII. Victualtling Office, Sth Feb. 
1797.——GENTLEMEN,——We received 
your letter of the 7th instant on the sebject 
of the bills payable ia course, which have 
been issued by us in the course of the lact 
month, as specified in the account transmit. 
ted to you mm our letter of the ist instant, 
being noted as becoming Que a day later 
than the bills of the same description aS Is- 
sued by yeu, and the commissioners for con- 
ducting the transport service, on the saine 
day. ——In reply to which we beg leave to 
acqaaint yoo, that the bills in course, which 
since the beginning of last month have been 
made out in this department, are -payable 
ninety days after date (instead of three 
mouths) conformably to the plan adopted 
by you. In ascertaining theretore the par- 
ticular periods on which these bills seve- 
raliy become due, it appeared to us obvious, 
beyond the porsibility of doubt, that the 
days on which they were respectively dated 


could not be included in the computation of 


the time they have to run, and of course 
the bills issued by us on the 2d January last 
(which were the first we made out) have 
been marked payable on the 2d April next, 
being according to the number of days in 
each month, the ninetieth day after the said 
2d of January.——This rule is likewise 
consistent with that universaily observed in 
respect to bills of exchange, to which, ex- 
cept in the instance of the three days grace 
usually taken, we understood it was the in- 
tention that these bills: should as ‘near as 
possible be rendered similar, and to which 
also we believe the custom you mention 
“ of including the first and last days on all 
“ occasions dependent on length of time 
“ or number of days,” has never applied; 
and we have the satisfaction to state, that 
the mode we have hitherto pursued has not 
occasioned the slightest remonstrance from 
any person receiving or holding such bills, 
of their having been made payable a day 
later than accuracy requires,——— The cus- 
tom above referred to, which you are 
pleased to represent as having been con- 
stantly adopted on all occasions, has, we 
believe, been confined solely to the com- 
putation of the interest on the navy bills 
past under the act of parliament in force 
preceding the present one, and was. then 
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‘opted from the suggestion of your officers. 
it belere that period, it was the invaria- 

practice of this office net to include both 


stand last days in the calculation of 


interest; and, upon referring to the 
1 act of parliament, it expressly 
‘s. that the inierest shall commence 
1” (not on) the dates of the bills. -—— 

leave to add, that in the formation 


( ‘an we have thus pursued, we were 
cious of differing from the practice 
of epartments, ror had we any other 
ol ni view then a desire of acting cor- 
roy, ——We are, gentlemen, your most 


servants, G. Cuerry, G.. P. 
lovny, PF. Srepuens, R.S. Moony, J. 
Hust, W. Boscawen. 


HU we 


No. XIV. THE EXAMINATION OF RI- 
CUARD A. NELSON, ESQUIRE, SECRE- 
TARY TO THE NAVY. BOARD; TAKEN 
UPON OATH, TARE STH NOVEMBER, 
1fo4. : 
Q Was the report of the Lords Com- 
tsioners Of the Aumiralty, respecting the 
arrangement of the Navy board into com- 
os, and the duties of its several mem 
bers, upon which the order of his Majesty 
i Cou cil, dated the 8th of June, 1796, 
was grounded or a copy thereof, transmit- 
ted to the Navy Board with the Admiralty 
order of the 17th Aug 1796? A. It was not. 
—--@. Has that report, or a copy thereof, 
becn since transmitted. to the Navy Board ? 
/, It hasnot.——-@Q Have any and what re- 
culations been established since that period, 
tur regulating the official duties of the Navy 
Hoard, or aby particular member thereof ? 
4. Nooe.——Q. It not being specitied in 
regulaions of the Admiralty of the 
7th August, 1796, usder what authority 
tae Comptroller was to perform the secret 
services therein alluded to, under what au- 
tority did the Navy Board understand the 
( omptrolier was to perform such services? 
-!. The Comptroller is authorized by the 
ord: tof 17th August, 1796, to execute secret 
Services ; and tor apy secret services which 
i has hitherto performed, and which have 
atierwards been laid before the Board, he 
48 produced the orders of the First Lord 
of the Admiralty. ——@Q. Is the Navy Board 
iu the practice of folowing the directions 
tac Lords Commissioners of the Treasury ? 
4. Yes, in many instauces.—-— @. How 
long has this practice prevailed ? 4. It has 
always been the practice since I have been 
‘0 the office; on looking over the books I 
Nave seen old orders frou the Treasury ad- 
“ressed to the Navy Board.——@Q. Upon 
“Hat subjects are such dircetions usually 


hitte 
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A. Head money is the principal ; 
payment for timber felled in the King’s 
forests; payments for ships detained before 
a declaration of war; and references for 
reports upon expenses in naval affairs,—— 
Q. Is it usual for the Navy Board to com- 
municate such directions to the Adiniralty ? 
A. No.——Q Did the Admira'ty, during 
the late -war, direct the Navy Board’ to far- 
nish them with copies of such orders as they 
might receive fiom the Treasury? 4. No, 
——(. Are there any regulations by which 
the Navy Board, or any particular member 
thereof, is required or authorized to fo'low 
the directions of the Lords Commissioners 
of the ‘Treasury? 4: None that | koow 
of.——Q Do the orders given by the Trea- 
sury tothe Navy Board for the payment of 
money, specify the particular sums to be 
paid, aod the services for which the pay- 
ments are to be made? A, The services 
are always specified ; sometimes the rate, 
and sometimes the sum, [Signed by R. A, 
Newtson, and by THe COMMISSIONERS. ] 


THE FURTHER EXAMINATION OF RI- 
CHARD ALEXANDER NELSON, ESQ. SEC. 
TO THE NAVY BOARD; TAKEN UPON 
OATH, THE 12th Jan. 1805, 

Q. It appears that on the 12th December 
1801, a minute of the Committee of Ae- 
counts was laid before the Navy Board, pro- 
posing an alteration in the mode of paying 
the ninety day bills, which was adopted by 
that Board on the 18th of that month, and 
ordered to take effect on the following day ; 
was any general notice given to persons 
holding contracts, under the Navy Board, 
and their consent thereto required previous 
to carrying into execution the resolution of 
the Board above-mentioned? 4. I do not 
recollect that there was.—@Q. Have any re- 
monstrances or complaints been made by the 
contractors to the Board, in consequence of 
this alteration ? 4. None that I remember,— 
Q.1s there avy minute on the proceedings 
of the Navy Board, shewing, previous to 
the resolution above mentioned, an intention 
of altering their mode of computing the 
time when the ninety-day bills became pay- 
able, either at the approach of peace or any 
other period ? 4. Nove that 1 know of —— 
Q. Do you know of any inquiry having been 
made, by order of the Navy Board, into the 
mode of computing the time of paying bills 
of exchange, or exchequer bills, in conse- 
quence of the representation made to them 
by the commissioners of victualling, in their 
letter of February 1797, or of any inquiry 
made by the Navy Board at any other time 
vpon the subject? 4. I do not know 
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whether any inquiry bas or has not been 
made, but no public enquiry: has taken place 


by examinativa before the Board. [Styned 
as before. | 

No. XV. comMMITTEE OF ACCOUNTS, 
12th Dec. [801, Donbts having been 
suggesied of the propriety of the mode in 
which the ninety day bills issued from this 
office are mude cut, as to the expression of 
the time for which interest is to be paid on 
them, the committee, after investigating the 
business, find, that the mode of computation 
used in this otlice was adopted in conformity 
to thecustom which had constantly prevailed, 
and stil! prevails on all occasions dependent 
on length of time and number of days, and 
among the rest in computing the interest on 
every navy bil! peid since their first estab'i,h- 
ment, to inclade in the computation the day 
on which the bill is issued as well as that on 
which itis paid, and thismode of computing 
the interest being that to which the contract- 
ors with this ofice had been accustomed, it 
was considered as only keeping faith with 
them to continue the calcularion of interest 
en the sams iooting; and the chief clerk at 
the time, and the late Mr. Davies (the pre- 
eeding chief clerk) deeming it to be in con- 
formity not only to the aucient practice of 
the ofiiee on al! occasions, but also to the 








present act. which direcis such interest to | 


commence from the dates of the bills (they, 
according {o ofhcial interpretation, con- 
ceiving the word “from” to mean inclu- 
sively, as io the computation of all broken 
time, whether for the payment of pension, 


salary, day-pay, iaterest, &c.) it has always | 
been, and now 1s, the invariable practice to | 


include under the expression of “ fram such 
** atime to such a time,” beth the day on 
which the salary, pension, day-pay, interest, 
&c. commenced, as wel! as that on which it 


terminated.—The ninety-day bills issued by | 


the Victualling Office are made out difle- 
rently (though on the inspection of salary 
buis made out by that office, it appears that 
in their computation of broken time from 
such a day to such a day, they included both 
the first and the last day, construing the 
word * from” to be inclusive) in the ninety- 


day bills the first day is thrown out in the | 


coaiputation, by which means a bil! drawn 
by. that office falls due one day later than one 


drawn on the same day by the Navy Office; | 


bat it may be considered whether this day's | 
interest is really any saving to the public, as | 
it may be presumed that the contractors | 


reckon upon it accordingly. —Under these 
circumstances, the committee refer to the 
Board's consideration, whether it may be 


proper at this time to depart from the ancient 
usage of the office, and make an alteration 
in the computation of the time the ninety- 
day bills are made out to run, in conformity 
with the Victualling Ojfice and the custom 
of merchants in discounting bills. ——1:h 
December 1801. The whole of the pre- 
ceding circumstances being this day taken 
into consideration, the Board determined, 
that the ninety-day bills to be issuedin future, 
should not bear any interest for the day on 
which thev are dated, agreeable to what is 
the practice with regard to exchequer bills, 
and bills made out at the Victualling Office. 
To commence on the 19th inst. ——pnoarp. 


No. XVI. Navy Office, 22d August 
1604.—GENTLEMEN.—We have received 
your letter of the Ist instant, desirirg to be 
informed what induced us to continue the 
practice of including the-day of the date in 
reckoning the interest of ninety-day bills, 
until the 19th of December 1801,‘and what 
afterwards led to our adopting the practice of 
the commissioners of the victualling, pointed 
outio their letter of the 8th February 1797 ; 
and we request to inform you, that we did 
not, upon receiving the letter from the com- 
missioners of the victualling, in answer to 
the one we had addressed to them on the 
subject, see suflicient reason from what was 
urged by them, for altering a mode of com- 
putation which had constantly prevailed in 
this office since the first establishment of 
navy interest bills, of including the day on 
which the bill is dated, as weil as that on 
which it is paid; a mode of computation 
which extends to all payments for salarr, 
pension, full or half pay, and for all other 
allowances issued from this department. 
In whatever light the consideration may have 
been heid. in respect to, whether a bill be 
prid one day sooner or later (the som paid 
tor the interest being the same in one case 35 
in the other) it was of course calculated upon 
by the contractors when they made thet 
contracts, and we could not deviate from it 
while the contracts were pending, without 
subjecting ourselves to the imputation of 
having departed from the universally under- 
stood mode of rendering payments at this 
ofhce; but when the time arrived, at the 
conclusion of the late war, that many con- 
tracts were put up, and many tore were 
intended to be so, we thought it a good op” 
portunity fer altering the day of paying the 
ninety-day bills, in order that an uniformity 
in this respect might pervade the different 
public boards where bills of a similar de- 
scription. were issued. ——We have the 
honour tobe, &c. W.Paumen. §, Gax- 
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sien. FI. Hartwewr. (Addressed to the 
Com. of Naval Inquiry. } 


No. XVII. Navy Office, 20th Novem- 
ber 1804. —— GENTLEMEN.—You having 
by your precept of the Ist instant, required 
‘sat there be laid before you an account, 
shewing what standing contracts with the 
Navy Board had determined between Ist 
October and 19th December 1801, and an 
sccount of the standing contracts in force at 
‘ye latter date, and which continued so for 
twelve months afterwards; also, a copy of 
ihe minute or directions for altering the 
j 


‘ 
) 
‘ 


i 


ractice of including the day of the date in 

ckoning the interest on ninety-day bills: 
~—— We acquaint you, that the contract for 
tin machines of 6th November, for Ports- 
mouth and Plymouth, and the contract for 
leather liquored for Portsmouth, are the 
only standing contracts that determined be- 
tween 1st October’ and rgth December 
iSor. We inclose an account of the con- 
tracts in force at the latter date, with a copy 
of the minute required; and have the 
honour to be,x—Gentlemen, &c. W. Pat- 
wer. S. GamoBrer. F. 1 Hartwe te. 
— Addressed to the Com. of Naval Inquiry | 
|Here follows a detailed account of the con- 
tracts. } 


No. XVIII. Transport Office, 12th Oct. 
1S04. — GenTLEMeN,—In return to your 
precept of the 5th instant, requiring an ac- 
count of the amount of the bills of this of- 
hee, payable at ninety days, issued in each 
year, upon which the interest of the day of 
the date, and the day of payment was in- 
cluded; and a statement of the circum- 
stances which led to the adoption and dis. 
continuance of that mode of calculating the 
luterest; we enclose to you the said account, 
and have to acquaint you, that the persons to 
Wiom payments were made by ninety-day 
bills, were, in strictness, entitled to their 
money upon the completion of the several 
services performed ; but an interval of se- 
veral days having almost invariably occurred 
while their accounts have been under inves- 
"sation, and the bills were preparing ; it was 
Upon this ground, and upon the construction 
We entertained of the intention of the act of 
parliament, that the interest was allowed by 
us both for the day on which the bills were. 
dated, and that on which they became pay- 
able. This nbode has, however, been al- 
tered ever since the month of December, 
1801, from which time the interest has not 
fommenced till the following day, under- 
saci the like alteration was to be made 
Y the Commissioners of the Navy, with 
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whose office list our daily accounts of bills 
issued are Constantly incorporated, for the 
information of the Lords Commissioners of 
His Majesty's Treasury.—— We are, &c. &c. 
Rurt. Georcet, AMpross Serre, Thos. 
Hamitton, E. Bouverts. [Addressed to 
the Commrs, of Naval Inquiry | 


No. XIX. Navy Office, 16th October, 
t8o4.——-—An account, shewing the amount 
of the ninety-day bills issued from this of- 
fice in each year, during the time interest 
was allowed both on the day of the date of 
the bills, and the day of payment. 
Commencing. Ending, Amount, 


260 Dec. 31 Dec, 1796 90,534 14 18 
1 jan. 38 1797 3,537,291 8 8 
I 31 1798 2,611,926 17 2 
I 30 1799 3,019,555 2 7 
I 3t 1800 4,661,788 2 2 
I 19 or 6,826,739 6 5 





Total £19,747,835. 61 af 





No. XX. ‘Transport Office, 12th Oct. 
1§04.——An account of the amount of the 
bills payable at ninety days date, issued in 
each year, upon which the interest of the 
day of the date, and the day of payment, 
was included, 


1797 - * 1,507,419 14 10 
1795 = = 1,037,671 14 10 
1799 - - 1,111,853 7 § 
1800 = = 1,347,764 16 11 


rSOt - - 1,261,376 17 4 


Total .£6,305,976 11 7 

No, XXI. Treasury Chambers, rst 
May, t80,.——GentTremMen,—The sum 
of ninety-five thousand pounds having been 
imprested to - for naval services, 
and the Lords Commissioners of His Ma- 
jesty’s Treasury being satisfied that dis- 
bursements for those services have been 
made by them to that amount ;I a: com- 
manded by their lordshijs to direct you to 
cause a chearieig bill for the said sum of 
ninety-five thousand ponnds to be made 
out, to discharge —eee-——in the books of 
your ofice from that imprest. ——I am, &c, 
N. Vansitrart. [Addressed to the Comrs. 
of the Navy.] | 

















No. XXII. THE EXAMINATION OF THE 
RT. HON. THE EARL SPENCER, K. G.; 
TAKEN UPON OATH, THE, 61m NOV. 
1804. 

Q. It appears, that between the 4th 

October 1799, and the gth April 1801, navy 

bills, amounting to one hundred thousand 
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—-———: for naval services, of which five 
thousand pounds have been repaid to the 
Treasurer of the Navy on the oth October 
1802, and the remainder of the imprest 
cleared and taken off by an order from the 
Right Honourable the Lords Commissioners 
of His Majesty’s Treasury, seventy thousand 
pounds of which sum were advanced be- 
tween the 4th October and 22d November 
1799, during which period your lordship 
presided at the Board of Admiralty ; was 
any part of this transaction known to your 
Jordship? 4, Lapprehend the transaction 
was known to me at the time; but I have 
not now a sufficient recollection to speak 
precisely on the subject [Signed by bari 
Spencer and by the ComMISsIONERS.] 


No. XXIII. THE EXAMINATION OF THE 
RT. HON. THE EARL OF ST. VINCENT, 
K. B.; TAKEN UPON OATH, THE 2D OF 
Nov. 1804. 

Q. It appears that between the 4th 
October 1799 and goth April ot, navy 
bills, amounting to one hundred thousand 
pounds, were issued by the Navy Board to 
— for naval services, of which five 
thousand pounds have been repaid to the 
Treasurer of the Navy on the oth October 
t8o2, and the remainder of the imprest 
cleared and taken off by an order from the 
Lords Commissioners of His Majesty's 
Treasury, thirty thousand pounds of which 
sum were advanced on the oth April, 1801, 
at which time yoor lordship presided at the 
Board of Admiralty ; was any part of this 
transaction known to you? 4. None 
whatever,——Q. It appearing that the sum 
of fourteen thousand pounds was advanced 
by the Navy Board to Messrs. T. Ham- 
mersley and Company, between the isth of 
February and 21st of April, 1804, for a se- 
cret service; was the Comptroller of the 
Navy authorized by you to perform any 
secret service for which this money was 
advanced, or had you ary knowledge of the 
transaction ?> 4. He was not; nor have I 
any knowledge of the transaction. 
[Signed by Earn St, Vincent and dy the 
COMMISSIONERS, } 











REFORM OF FINANCIAL ABUSES. 
Lerten |. 

Sixr,—The Commons House of Parlia- 
ment have expressed so honorable a deter- 
mination, by their late conduct, to fulfil 
their duty to the public as guardians of the 
public purse, it is to be hoped that they will 
sift from the bottom the whole system of 
ou; finances. They can turn to no side but 





their attention. 
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pounds, were issued by the Navy Board to | 


sufficient cause exists for their investigalion 

The method of stating the public accounts 
is a circumstance particularly deserving 
I will defy, Sir, any aran, 
however conversant he may be with ~ 

counts, to say that the statement of the 
pub'ic accounts as annually laid before par- 
liament, in 8 papers, is such a statement as 
conveys an inteiligible history of the reve 

nue of the country, from the period of its 
payment by the subject, to the period of its 
repayment by the government. How there- 
fore can what is unintelligible be fair or 
secure from fraud in a matter where every 
thing should be fully explained and open to 
the capacity of every one? If you take any 
branch of revenue in No, 1, of the publig 
annual accounts, you may find the total re- 
ceipt of that branch, but if you endeavour 
to ascertain by whom it was received, and 
who are responsible for that receipt, your 
labour will be in vain, In the customs you 
may find that coffee paid so much, and to- 
bacco paid so much; but this is of very little 
satisfaction toa member of the legislature 
who wishes and should know who received 
so much. Why should not the account state 
what each collector received, and the man. 
ner in which each collector applied what be 
received? ‘The Commissioners of Customs 
will answer as they do to us: “ our ac- 
countant and comptroller-general are men 
of such unimpeachable character that psr- 
liament may confide in any abstract of an 
account which they may sign.” I maintaia, 
Sir, that parliament neglect their duty if 
they depend upon any man’s character where 
such dependance may be avoided, by giving 
the clerks of the Custom-honse a little mote 
trouble, and by a very trifling additional ex- 
pense in the itera of printing for parliament 
— Why should not the same system of keep- 
ing accounts be adopted for the pubiie, 2 
is made use of universally by merchants? 


The universality of ‘its adoption, is preol of 


its superiority—it may give some more 
trouble, and it may speak too woch trath, 
and there may have been hisherto good rea- 
sols against it; but the time is now arrived 
when such reasons cannot hold. The pub- 
lic must have fair dealing, and they will haye 
it. Let every man who receives money 
from the subject be obliged to keep 4 deb! 
or and creditor account with the state, And 
let every man’s account be Iaid before pai- 
liament, so that the application of every 4 
thing of the subject’s money may be see? 
and no longer hid in obscurity: _ Look 2 
the sums annually paid forincidents, ©" 
ges of management, in anticipation of tbe 
revenue, for stationary, for coals and cap: 
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_ for ministers’ messenzers; the whole 
system forms such a labyrinth, that it is be- 
vond the reach of any incividual member to 
produce an explication of it. He may move 
* accounts, and -on- 
pre eit system of Keeping them, the 
proper officer will always be able to provide 
a very satisfactory one; he may even detect 
fraud, but these will be easily convertible 
into clerreal errors; but of what nse is it to 
siy more in proof of the inadequacy of the 
system on which the public accounts -are 
lept, ofter what has so lately cometo light? Is 

possible, that any clerk in a regular mer- 
intiie house could have embezzled and 
made use of the fends of it without detec- 
in, to the degree in which Mr Trotter has 
embezzled the public money? It certainly 
must be admitted that even the existing me- 
thod of stating the public accounts is much 
jor fair, than the method in use previous 
to the suggestions of Mr. Abbot having been 
complied with, Butif Mr. Abbot was ac- 
quanted with the perfection of the Italian 
stem of book-keeping, his patriotic spirit 
would induce him to patronise it, as being 


} 
the partvcujars of 


‘la 
‘ 


' 
4 oe the ry! -. 


equally well adapted to public as to private | 


accounts. “The carrying of it into effect 
. 2 os tad - 7 . . al 
would, in fact, be attended with infinitely 


ess difheulties, than is experienced by many 
merchants in Londen, the whole accounts | 


being confined to one description, namely, 
the cash account. 


subject pays, and should be made a creditor 
for every sum it legally pays; this account 
wight be composed of abstracts of the re- 
ccipts of the different branches of the re- 
venue, and of the expenditure of the diffe- 
reut departments; but each head so abstract- 
¢d should refer to some page in the ledger, 
which every item of which it is composed 
might be read. If folios are printed by par- 
hatment to enumerate the heroic fétes of a 
~ mor-general of Bengal,-why should 
: t one folio be printed in a session to give 
thee Naspter « of what is going forward 
saan ris subject, Mr. Cobbett, should 

Ha the early attention of the legislature. 
see propose it to embarrass the govern- 

nt, but selely with a view of serving the 


so It the government adopt my re- 
‘ mendation they will prove their inten- 


ual to be honest, and if those who com- 
am, parliament the opposition to the 
ate ret: do not improve the method of 
: re € public accounts, their labor may 
re Pfr — ‘f great utility, but will 
mene € purse of the nation from fa- 
me “pecs ators. am, yours, 8c,—Ve- 
; April, ll, 1805. : 


7 The government should | 
te charged as debtor for every farthing the | 
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SOMERSET-HOUSE FCONOMY. 
Sir,—I lately troubled you with an ac- 
count of some of the ruinous hardships, sus- 
tained by West Indian proprietors (p, 417 of 
this vol.), and among other topics, IT ad- 
/. verted to the extreme depression, which the 
price of rum had lately suffered, and to the 
indecent conduct of the victualling office in 
advertising for rum, or brandy, (in the al- 
ternative) when spirits were wanted for the 
navy. Much of the saccharine matter of the 
sugar-cane, as you very well Know, is not 
sufficiently rich, to be capable of being con- 
verted into sugar. ‘This, therefore, (except 
the very small portion of it, which can be 
dispoced of in the form of molasses) must 
either be distilled into rum, or be altogether 
wasted. By the laws for regulating the in- 
tercourse between our islands in the West- 
Indies and the United States of America, 
the export of rum from the former to the 
latter is impeded most distressfully to the 
English planters ; (and [ may add most un- 
wisely, but I shall not for the present enlarge 
on this latter subject). Under these impe- 
diments, surely the least that the planter can 
expect, is that every encouragement should 
be given to the consumption to the parent 
country of this article, which, by an inja- 
dicions application of the principles of the 
navigation laws, he is prevented from send- 
ing to its naiural market. While the num- 
ber of the Register, in which you inserted 
my observations on this head, was in the 
press (March 22d), the victnalling office 
was making a contract for 200.000 gallons 
of spirits. ‘The sp'rits supplied to the navy 
are, you know, Sir, exempt from duty ; so 
that the West Indian proprietor has in this 
competition no. compensation whatever for, 
the expensive transport of his rum, the high 
freight, insurance, and other charges attend- 
ing a voyage across the Atlantic: he, there- 
fore, never can enter into this competition 
on an equal footing with the importers of 
hostile spirits—the brandies of France and 
Spain. Accordingly, Sir, brandies were on 
this late occasion offered to the victualling 
officers of the navy at, I understand, 3s. 1d, 
per gal. while. roms could not be afforded’ 
for less than 3s. 23d. And (will it be cre- 
dited?) while our enemies exclade us from 
nine-tenths of the ports of Earope—while 
they confiscate every ounce of our colonial 
produce, and every package of our domestic 
manufactures, on which they can lay their 
hands—will it be credited, that, in order to 
save the sum of 1,458]. 13s. 4d. (for that 
the exact calculator will find to be the gain. 
upon this notable sample of enlightened par- 
simony), the contract has been made in the 
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produce of our enemies, while that of our 
own subjects is doomed to remain in thie 
warehouses of the importers. To any man 
accustomed to contemplate a national plan 
of sincere national economy, this must ap- 
pear a gross, absurd, inconsi tent mockery : 


but by those, who are acquainted with the | 


system of naval administration, develloped 


POLITICAL REGISTER.—A fairs of India. 


| 


by the Jate reports—of securing the spiggot, — 
while the liquor runs ovt at the bung--of | 


straining at gnats, and swallowing (no of- 
fence to Sir Home Popham) swallowing ca- 
bies—of sending back the holder of a bill for 
191. 10s. without his money, while an up- 
per clerk is gambling with millions of the 
public treasure—by those initiated into these 
mysteries, Sir, the sacrifice of the interests 
of our own colonies, of our own commer- 
cial navy as employed to bring home colo- 


nial produce, and the encouragement of the | 


productions of our enemies, in order to ef- 
fect a saving of 1,458]. 13s. 4d., will be 


seen to be perfectly in order, consistent, | 





aud of a piece. 


It seems not unlikely, | 


that parliament will think some parts of our | 


naval economy worthy its notice ; and if so, 
I hope that branch, to which I have here 
called your atiention, will not be neglected. 
lf the Victualling Office should be permit- 
ted to buy the spirits produced by our ene- 
mies in any case, (the propriety of which 
I think highly questionable.) at least such 
purchases should be prohibited, whenever 


the price of rum docs not exceed that of 


brandy, by a sum more than sufficient to 
give the West-[ndian planter a liberal com- 
pensation for the cost of his longer voyage, 
dearer freight, insurancey uilage, aud cost 
of casks. ——X. X.—London, April 2, 1805. 
Erratom in X. X's. former letter p. 419, 
1. 30, for 1001. percwt. read 1001. per cent. 
APFAIRS OF INDIA, 
Sir,—Allow me to trouble you with a 
few lines, in addition to my last letter, on 
the affairs of India.——I am told, that I 
have misled you in two very material points. 
That the debts of India, which I state at 
thirty millions, are only twenty, as allowed 
by Mr. Francis, and that the revenues of 
India are above thirteen millions, instead of 
ten, the sum I give credit for. I shall be 
rejoiced if it turns out that I am indeed 
mistaken; for if there is an actual revenue 
in India of thirteen millions, a debt of twen- 
ty-one, even of thirty millions, may be paid 
off in a very few years But, Sir, I un- 
derstand: the revenues of India to be the 
renner ner re se = 
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sum received in one year, from the land, &c. 
from subsidies with foreign princes, and 


from the sale of exports. These various 
heads produce, as | think, ten millions. | 
do not call money borrowed, in any one 
year, or bills granted on England for money 
borrowed, a part of the revenues, though it 
will be part ol the recezpis of a year.——With 
respect to the debts of India, [ meant to in- 
clude all that is owing, in bond, certificate, 
or postponed payments, and from the infor- 
mation that I have received, I think the 
whole debt must, at this moment, be thirty 


millions sterling. ——lI do pot believe it was: 


the wish of Lord Melville, while he was the 
ovinister of India, to with-hold any informa. 
tion from parliament, and, I think, Lord 
Castlereagh is equally anxious to give the 
fallest information.——But, Sir, no man can 
look at the accounts presented Jast year, 
without discovering, in one moment, to 
what the vast increase of debt in ten years 
has been owing. ‘The expenses of India, in 
1793-4, were six millions one hundred and 
fifteen thousand pounds, They have pro- 
gressively zucreased since 1793, and for the 
three last years they have been above ten 
millions each year,——ZIn these ten years, 
we have conquered Mysore, and we havea 
subsidy from the Nizam, ard we have ob- 
tained cessions of territory from the Mah- 
rattas.—— If, therefore, the establishment 
of 1793-4 was necessary, the additions which 
have been made to it since that period, are 
also necessary. 1 humbly contend, that the 
establishment of 1793-4 was higher than ne- 
cessity required, and would new be suf- 
ficiently large. If so, Lord Cornwallis will 
be able to reduce the public expenses above 
four millions a year.——I am sorry to say, 
however, that my opinion is by no means the 
general opinion. I have oftew heard it said, 
that we ought at least to have twenty-five 
thousand British troops in India, io addition 
to au army of above one hund:ed thousand 
native troops, that we have in India at this 
moment. Can the population of England 
afford the men ?. Will the revenues of India 
pay such an army? Impossible. ——The 
prosperity of the E.st-India Company, aod 
of England as connected with it, demands 
therefore, that in furure the expenses of lo- 
dia shall be four millions less than its annual 
revenoes, which will be the case if Lord 
Cornwallis can reduce the establishments '0 
the amount at which they stood when be 
quitted the government of Bengal.——— 
AsiaTicus.——12tb April, 1905. 





Pui zed by Cox and Baylis, No. 75, Great Queen Stree 


t, and published by R. Bagshaw, Bow Street, Covent 


waiden, where former Numbers may be had; sold also by J. Budd, Crown and Mitre, Pall-Mall. | 








